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PREFACE 


Need not acquaint the World with the Occaſion of publiſhing tha 

Book z which indeed 5 extoried from meby therude Clamours 
- and unchriſtian.Cenſures of ſome, and the earneſt 1n;porwnitics 
of others. | 

My taking the Oath of Allegianee to King William and 
Queen Mary, efter ſo long a Refufal, has cccaſtoned a great 
deal of telk, and a great many uncharitable gueſſes about it ; 
FaRion and blind Zeal alwayes wanting either the Wit, or the 


ol ; nd {incerely.int ; and if ſo, That theres alſo good Reaſon io believe, that if the ſame 
Perſon afterwards rakes the Ca1h, be afts boneftly in that 100 » For what Reaſon 5; there 


that 1 bavegiven ny juſt Occaſion 10 the World to mark me out fore Diſtoneſt Man, ora 
. Fool ; 1 may be miſtaken, and ſo may any Fody elſe, though never ſo wiſe and honeſt : 
Bit this lam ſure of, that 1 never ated with more (itcerity in any Afair ofmy whole Life; 
. than 1 have doneinthis Matter, jromibe be inning to the end; and nhether 1 have ſufſe- 
Cient Reaſon fer what 1 do, I refer to the irial of this Diſcourſe. 
, Foo rub 7, though I reſuſed to take the Qaths, I never engagedin any Faftion againſt 
. q Pod rad made it my Buſineſs ro diſſmade Men jromit : When my Opinionwas asked , 
J apa my 011 Thoughts, but 1 never ſought ct Men 10 make Proſelytes. 
et ro thought it an ill wins I was ſecyetly concerned, that ſome of. my old intimate 
- Friends had taken the Oaths;, But yet « Opportunity ſerved, Tconverſed with thoſe of 


' Freedom, that 1 uſed 10 do::. 1 believed them to be honeſl Men, and 1h 
reedow, : , and that they aRted þh , 
x gs og per/waſion of their own Minds and wiſhed that I could "reap Ras. 
north n= with the Government, as far as 1 thought Is«could with a ſafe Conſcience + 
nds dad ed quietly ayd Pragenbly, and ps as 10 have given Security.80 08 ſo.] proy- 
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ed for King William 41d Queen Mary by Name, according to the Apoſiles direfiog, t9 pray 
for all that are in Authority, which they viſibly were ; though 1 knew at the ſame time 
thy; highly offended ſome, who refuſed the Oaths, and made me ſtand, in a manner, ſugly 
by my ſelf. | 
"7 AEM oppoſed a Separation, and adviſed not a few, who thought fit t0 conſult- with 
me, t0 keep to the Communion of the Church; ard nt to entertain Prejudices againſt theiy 
Miniſter for taking the Oath: For | was jenſible of the Evil and Miſchief of Schiſms 
which ſome hot Men were then forward to promote , «ndare ſo ſill ; witne)s a late 'emphlee 
in Anſwer to The Reaſoning part of the Unreaſonavienels of the New Separation, which 
juſtifies a Schiſm now, upon ſuch Principles, as woutd have made all the Jews Schiſmaticks, 
when the High Prieſthood became Annual (thoagh our Savioar himſelf then Communi= 
cated with the Jewiſh Church ) and makes the whole Greek Church Schiſmaticks, as often as 
the Grand Segnior changes their Pattjarch.  — | 
For 1 did not refuſe the Oaths out of any fondneſs for the Government of King James, 
#or zeal for his Return ; which, the preſent proſpeF of affairs gives no Man, Who loves the 
Church of England, and the Liberties of hz5 Country, any reaſon to wiſh: Noy yet out 
o/ any Averſion to the Government of King William and Queen Mary, But againſt.my 
own inclinations and Intereſt out of pure Principles of Conſcience, z0 comply with the 
Obligations of my former Oaths, and that Dutywhich 8ubjefts owe their Prince, which 1 
then apprehended irreconcileab'e with the new'Oath, be be "318 
Thi was 4 diſpoſition of Mind prepared to receive ſJatisfaftion, -when everit was offered ; 
and to comply chearfally with the preſent Government, when ever 1 could do it with a ſafe © 
Conſcience. I prayed heartily toGod, thatif I werein a miſtake, hewould let meſeeit , 
that 1 might not forfeit the Exerciſe of my Miniſtry, for a meer wiſlake : end 1 thank God, 
1 have received that ſatisfaion which 1 deſired ; and if any Man can, ſhew:-me, that the 
« Principles 1 att on are falſe, uncertain, or precarious, «nd ſuch-as cannot reaſonably-ſatire 
fie an honeſt and unbyaſſed Mind, | will.confeſs, that my defire of ſatis faFion has ſecretly 
end inſenſibly diſtorted my Judgement, th#ugh I took all poſſible care that it ſhould ngt. 
1 find. thegeneral Cry and ExpeBlation 5, that I ſhould give my reafons ; though why 
' I ſhould - more obliged to give my Reaſons for Swearing, than w4a for not "Swearing, T 
cannot tell. k | 

Some ſeem very fond of this, upon a preſumption that 1 can ſay ndthing, but what they 
can eaſily Anſwer ; and that will ſerve 0 expoſe Me, end the Gauſe together : I bave for 
once gratified thoſe Men, that they may have the opportunity 20 ſhew their skill. | 

Others, who are very well ſatisfied themſelves, have yet « Curioſtty-to know what ſatis. 
fied me, who have been ſo long diſſatisfied. But this was no juſt Occaſion to write Reaſons, 
for if Reaſons were never ſo plentiful with me, 1.can hardly think it worth the while 16 
grite a Book to pratifie a meer Gurioſtty, 

There are others, who ave ſtill diſſatisfied about the Oaths, «nd are defrrons to try 
Whether they can find that fatisfaftion, which | have "done. This, 1 confeſs, # a good 
Reaſon, which may in Gharity oblige me 3 and how hazardous an Attempt foever iz be ; 
my duty to God, and to his Church, and to the. Government, a4 well as Charity ta wy 
Brethren, ſeem to requireit, whenit is deſired," and exalted from-me: &nd | hope ſuch 

Men will conſider too, what 5 their Puty, «s they will anſwer it to God, and #9 their own 

Conſciences, to read what | have written for their ſakes, carefully, "and with an honeſt 

Mind; aud 10 judge imparttally ; and whatever the Effet be, to take it kindly. : 
But there 55 another Motive has prevailed with me, more than all thereft: We live ingu 


Age of great propbanne[s and infidelity, whi ch 65 ready to'take all occofren to og” _ 
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- ljgion , and expoſe it, 4s « Cheat and Impoſiure, and to negle# no Opportunity i 
blackew the Clergy, as menof no Faith nor Rel:gion themfelves, thouch they make a 
great noiſe about it to ſerve their own Intereſt, And the general compliance of the Clergy 
in taking this New Oath, hath heen improved by m-n of thi- »pirit to very till pur poſe: and 
not only ſo, but ſome v3ry Devout Chriſtians have been greatly ſcandal:2ed and ofjended 
at it: And others, who ſhould have underſtood better, and checked this ill Temper, which 
5; of ſuch dangerous Conſequence to Keligion in general, have given too much countenaucet9 
it, and have ſeemed too mach pleaſed, 10 ſee 21d hear al the Clergy that have taken this 
Oath, exp»ſed io contemp: ; as if, mhen the great Body of the Cleryy is ri+icaied and 
expoſed, the Credit of Religion could be ſupported only by ſome few men, who refuſe 
the Oath, Many of them indeed, t0 my knowledge, are very great and excellent Perſ-ns, 
whom 1 do from my heart Honour and Reverence. and whom 1 hipe, and hearuly pray, 
God will reſtore againto the Miniſtry of bis Chuych : Yer 1 ſhou!d be very forry (andjol 
am ſure, would they ) that the Gharch and Religion ſhould be reduced {0 low, as to be con- 
fined to their namb:rs; and have u0 firmer bottom ta reſt on thin their Repurarion which 
though it be deſervedly great, cannot bear the whole weight of the Chur.h and Religion. 

It 5s time to give check to ſuch unchriſtian Cenſures, if we have any rega'd to our Com- 
1w0n Chriſtianity: And ſince ſome little Writers among them ( who are tn0 head-{?rer:2 to 
be governed by wiſer men ) engro/s the Churchand Religien 10 themſelves ; and repreſent 
«ll who have taken the Oaths, eſpecially the Clergy , as +pſtoates, at leaſt from the 
Church of England. if not from the Chriſtian Faith; it us neceſſary to convince «ll ſober 
Chriſtians, 5 men may ſwear Allegiance to King William and Queen Mary without 
Perjury, and without renouncing any principles of the Church of England ; nay, that the 
Potrine of the Church of England requh *45t0 doſo: And Ihope, if this appear, their 
zeal for the Church of England, if n0 other Conſiderction can prevail with them, will 
oblige them alſo to doit. 

But it ſeems it will not ſerve my turn to offer ſuch Reaſons, as will juſtifie my! com. 
pliance now, unleſs I can give a goad Reaſon, why 1 did nottake the Oaths b.fore ; that &s 
1 muſt give ſuch Reaſons, as will equally prove, that no man ought to have taken the 
Oaths before, and that they ought to take them now. | 

Theſe are very hard Task- Maſters , and no doubt, have very kind Deſrgns in it, 10 draw 
me into provoke the Government by a needleſs juſtification of my ſelf ro what is paſt; which 
cae ſerve no othey end, but alittle Vain glory, that 1 would not be thought capable of aMiſ- 
zcke; andleſt the Non-ſwearers ſhould not be Match enough for me, 1 muſt Proclaim war, 
«nd bid open Defiance to all that have taken this Oath; and prove, that they ought not 16 
have ſworn before 1 did , but were obliged to do it the very next minute : 

But what now, if nothing of all this be neceſſary? What f i was not ſo well ſatis/ied ah« 
out this matter before, as l amnow ? Is any man forbidden to grow wiſer, and upon a care- 

ful and thorough. examination of things, 0 alier his mind, when he ſees good reaſon for it 
I am not aſhamed to own,that I am ſtill a Learner ; and hope, 1 ſhall be ſo. 4s long as 1 live, 
aud improve my Knowledge every day by Study and Converſation. 

So that without producing the Reaſons of my diſſutisfa.on beſvre, or being 1bliged 10 an. 
fwer them, having never made them Publick, 1 think it very fair to givea ſaiisfatoryReaſon 
now, for my taking of this oath; hoping, th at w hat hath ſatisfied me, may have the ſame 
effe& upon ſome others, that will have the patience impartially to,conſider it.* 

1 had indec d ſome of theſe Thoughts long ſince, which tdrew up in Writing, and ſhewed 
#0 ſome of my Friends, and diſcourſed with others about them- and 101d where 1 fuck _ 

5s ick 


The) PREFACE. 


flick I did, and could find ns he!p for it ; and there T had ſtuck to thit day, had I not been ya 


lieved by Biſbop Overal's Convocation Bock,which xo: only cor firmed my former Nocionss 
and ſugueltes fome new thoughts to me, which removed thoſe Dijjiculties, which | could not 
befre ,onquer; but a.ſn by the Venerable Authority of a Convocation. gave me greater frees 
dom 1:4 {iberiy of thinking, which the «pprehenſtons »/Noveicy and Singularity had crainþe 
ed b. ſore. 2 

T 51's Reader, I have m1de T he my Confeſſor, and declared my whole Heart to The, as 16 
this Mater, and now judge of me, a; Thou would{l br judged by God another day. 

l muſt add one thing more : That 1 have renounced no Principle that ever 1 tau; ht, excepe 
ting 010 in The Ciſc of RefHtance, mhich is the only material Paſſage I know any re2ſou to 
peiratt in that Took, ViZ. That when St. Paul ſays, AliPoweris of God, he means only 
Legal ”owers ; but that in an Rereditary Monarchy,where the right Heir is living,U ſurp. 
ed Vo:rers are not of God, nor the Ordinance ofGod ; as I proved by the Exampie of Joaſh 
The Keajon and (he Example you witl find [»fjicienily anſwered in the /o'lowing Diſcourſe , 
and the DoAline it ſelf rejetted by the Convocation;though it has been of late years Jo prevail. 
ins a miſtake, avd im|0fed by ſuch great Authorities, that it xs very pard -nable, ejpecially 
when itis jo freely acknowledged: Though thetyuth is, I think ſtill it is very erue, as 19 the 
Caſe 1 then hidin mine Eye, via, The Uſurpations of the Rump Parliament, &c. but the 
Jault is, that it 14100 generally expreſied. ; 

In minaging this Argument upon the *rinciples Thave laid down, it & ne:eſiary jo reaſou 
#pon the Suppuſttion of unjuſt Uſurpations, and illegal Revo'utions of State: andit way 
be | may meet nith ſome ſuch Readers, as may chrrge me for ſo doing with refleting upon 
the preſent Government, which 1 am very ſure 1 «m1 far from intendi»g to do. . and they who 
underſtand what belongs to Diſputes of this Nature, know very well that the ſhorteſt way 
to bring the matter 10 an Iſſue, #5 10 put the Caſe at the worſt that can be ſuppoſed; becauſe 
#his gives ſo much the greater force and advantage 10 the Argument, when ' it 5s ſuted to 
thoſe, who are moſt ſtrongly prejudiced againſt the I egality of the late Revolution: For 
ſuppoſing, but not granting, them to be in the right in.this matter, 1 doubt not to make it 
eppear, that it ts for all that their Puty to ſwear Allegiance to the preſent Government, 
when required ſoto do: And this being clearly, proved , it becomes altogether needleſs i8 
debate the Legality of the late Revolution, : | 
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$TET 1 
The Caſe plajnly and briefly ſlated. 


| HAT which has perplexed this Controverſie, isthe inters. 
7 @ 'mixing the Diſpute of Right with the Duty of Obedrence, 
7 or making the Legal Right of Princes to their 1hrones 


—_—— O_o "ee ..” 


58S the only Reaſon and Foundation of the 4Hegiance of Sub- 
MAAD jets: That Allegiance isdue only ro Right , not to Gee 
| vernment, though it can be paid only ro G -verament, 


Ob, 
-1 Many of thoſe who have writ in defence of rhe New Oath, 


CV. 7, 
(AS £2 8} make Allegiance due, and therefore have endeayourcd 
to juſtifcthe Legal Right. of Their preſent Majeſties: This as I have ſh-wnir to be 
unneceſſary ; ſo itſeems to me to be unfit to diſpute the Right of Princes; a thing 
which no Government can permit tobe a Queſtion among their Subj: As: And how 
well ſoever ſuch Diſputes may be intended, they are certainly needlc{sin this Cauſe, 


and ſerye only to confound it, by carrying — ſuch daik Labyriatbs of Low 
| an 
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This Scheme of Government may ſtartle 
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The Caſe of the Alles 


and Hiſtory, S'c, as very few know how to find their way ont of again: And there: 
fore I ſhall not medd!e with this Diſpute, as being both aboye me, 
my preſer* purpoſe 
And on the othe: hand, thoſealſo, who refuſe the New Oath, # 
this Principie, That Ailegiance is due only to a Legal Rtght: 
and you remove all the ditkculties they labour under. 
Prince only has Right ro our Allegiance, That though he be diſpo 
Throne, if ever he had Right toir, he has Right ſtill; and therefore © 
Rill owing to him, and to no other ; anJ our Oaths of Allegiance to hi 
us: andtbat no other Prince, who aſcends the Throne without a Legal Right, has 
Right to our Allegiance; and that to.ſwear Allegiance to him, while we rc under 
Obligation of a former Oath to our rightful Prince, is Perjury. 
As far as Il know, this isthe ſum of all that can be ſaid in this 
theſe Principles, there is no way to ſatisfie ſuch men, but by juſt 
of the late Revolution. But though many thingsare ſaid, which may make men 
much more modeſt inthe point than ſomeare; yet to judge truly 
ſuch perfe& Skill in Law and Hiſtory, and the conſtitution of the 
ent, that few men are capable of makin 
asto bea clear and ſafe Rule of Conſcience. 
But ifthe Principle be falſe, there is an cad of the Diſpute: And SubjeAs have a 
plain Rule of Duty without underſtanding Laws and Politicks, the Intriguesof Go. 
vernment, the Revolutions of States, the Diſputes of Princes; which I am {ureis 
both for the ſecurity of Goyernmentsand SubjeQts, | 
It then Allegiance be due, not for the ſake of Legal Right, but Government, 
If A'legiance be due, not to bare Legal Right, but to the Authority of Goo] 
IfGod, when he ſees fit, and can better ſerve the ends of his Proy 
ſets up Kings without any regard to Legal Right, or Humane Laws. 
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Engliſh Govern«= 
gſo plain and certaina judgment of it, 


idence by it; 


if Kings, thus ſet up by God, are inveſted with Gods Authority, which muſt be 
obeyed, and not only for wrath, but alfo for conſcience ſake. 

If thefe Principles be true, it isplain, that Subje&s are bonnd to obey, and to 
ay and fwear 4ll:giance (ifit be required) to thoſe Princes whom God hath placed 
and ſettled inthe Thronc, whatever Diſputes there may be about their legal Right, 
when they are inveſted with God's Authority. 

And thenitisplain, that our old Allegiance and old Oaths are atan end, when. 
God has ſet over usa new King? for when God transfers Kingdoms, and requires: 
our Obedienceand Allegiance to a new King, he neceſſarily transfers our Allegiance 


ſome men at firſt, before they have well © 
conſideredit. But every One at firſt ſight muſt acknowledge, that it isfo much 
for the eaſe andſafety of SubjeRs in all Revolutions (which very frequently bap- 
pen) what the generality of Mankind, froman inward principle of Self preſerva-' 
tion, have always done, and will always do, that they baye reaſon to wiſh it tobe 
true, and to be glad to ſec it well proved , 
And this I ſhall endeavour todo from the Authority of Scripture and Reaſon ; 
and that I may not appear to be ſingularin it, and to advance paradoxes, I ſhall 


proveit likewiſe from the DoQrineand Principles gf the Chyrchgf England, 


SECT: 


' of Government among theiy People; the Authority either ſo unjuſtly gotten , or wrung 
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due to Sovereign Powers, &c, 


SECT, IL - 


The Dofrine of the Church of England in this point, as it 55 taught in Biſhop Overal's 
. Convocation Book, | 


Shall begin with the Doftrine of the Church of England, not that I equal, much 

leſs prefer it, before the Scripture z but becauſe ſome, who refuſe the Oath lay Ns 
great ſtrc{s on it, and upon this ſcore charge their Brethren withno leſs than Apoe» 
ſtalie from the Church; and poſlibly when ſuch a venerable Yuthority ſtands in 
the Front, it will prepare a kinder reception from the Reaſons, which follow. 

The Church of England bas been very careful to inſtru&t Her Children in their 
Duty to Princes; to obey their Laws, and ſubmit to their Power, and not to re* 
ſift, though very injuriouſly opprefled ; and thoſe, who rencunce theſe Principles, 
renounce the Doftrine of the Ghurch of England : But ſhe has withal taught, That 
all Sovereign Princes receive their power and Authority from God ; and therefore 
every Prince, who is ſetled in the Throne, is to be obeyed and reyerenced as God's 
Miniſter,- and not to be reliſted ; which diretsus what to do in all revolutions of 
Government, when once they come to a Settlement z and thoſe who refuſe to pay 
and ſweare Allegiance; to fuch Princes, whom God has placed in the Throne, 
whatever their legal right be, do as much rejet the Dottrine of the Church of 
Evzland, asthoſe who teach the reſiſtance ofPrinces. 

For the proof of which, I appeal to Biſhop Overal's Convocation Book, which 
contains the Afts and Canons of the Convocation begun inthe firſt: Year of King 
James I, 1603. and continued by .4djournments and Prorogations to 1610. under 
Archbiſhop Bancroft, a wiſc and learned man. | 
' In Chape. 28. The Convocation having given an Account of the yarious and ir- 
regular Revolutions of Goyernment, brought about by the providence of God 
© who for the ſins of any Nation or Country, altereth theic Goyernments and 
© Governours, transferreth, ſetteth up, and beftoweth Kingdoms, asit feemeth 
*c beſt to his heavenly wiſdom, they add theſe remarkable words; And when 
having attained their ungodly deſires ( whether ambitions Kings, by bringing any 
Country into their Subjeftion ; or diſloyal Subjefts, by their Rebelliows riſing againſe 
their Natural Sovereigns) they have eſtabliſhed any of the ſame degenerate Forms 
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by force from the true and lawful Poſſeſſor, being always God's Authority ( and there. 
fore receiving no Impeachment by the wickelueſ; of thoſe that have it) ever ( when 

«ny ſuch Alterations are throughly ſettled ) to be reverenced and obeyed, and the 

Peeple of all ſorts, ( as well of the Clergy, as of the Laity ) are tobe ſubjet unto it, 

wot only for wrath, but alſo joy Conſcience ſake. 

In Cax, 28, wherethis DoRrine isdecreed, they take care to condemn allthofe p,ge, 5g. 
wicked means whereby ſuch changes of Governments are made, and yet to aſſert, v0 
That wheneyer ſuch Changes are made, the Authority is Gods, and muſt be 
moored. * If any man therefore ſhall affirm, either that the Subjefts, when they 
«© ſhake off the Yoke of their Obedience to their Soyereigns, and ſet up a Form 
* of Government among themfelyes, aftertheir own Humouis, do not therein 
& Fry wickedly 3 or thatit is Lawful for any bordering Kiogs, through — 
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« anJ Malice, to inyade their Neighbours: or that the Providence'and Goodneſs 
*« of God, in uſing of R-bellions and Oppreſlions againſt any King or Country, 
«« doth mitigate or qualific the Offences of any ſuch Rebels or oppreſling Kings : 
© orthat when any ſuch new Forms of Government, begun by Rebeilion, and 
«© after throughly ſertled, the Authority in them is not of God : or that any, 
« wholive within the Territories of ſuch new Governments, are notbound to be 
*E ſubje&to God's Authority, which is there executed, but may rebel againſt the 
«« ſame: or that the Jews in Egypt or Babylon might lawfully, for any Cauſe, 
« havetaken Arms againſt any of thoſe Kings, or have offered any violenceto their 
«© Perſons, he doth greatly err. 

Men may diſpute any thing, but I know not how it was poſſible for the Conyo« 
cation to expreſs their ſenſe plainer, that all uſurped Powers, when through!y (cttled,' 
have God's Authority, and muſt be obeyed : So that here are the Two great points. 
determined» whereon this whole controverſic turns. * 

' 1. That thofe Princes, who have no legal right to their Thrones, may yet have 
God's Authority. TT | 

2. That when they are throughly ſettled in their Thrones, they are inyeſted with 
God's Authority, and muſt be reverenced and obeyed by all, who live within their 
Territories and Dominions, as well Prieſts, as People: If theſe propoſitions be 
true, it is a plain Reſolution of the Caſe z that it it ſhould at any time happen, that 
the rightful Prince ſhould be driven our of his Kingdom, and another Prince placed 
in his Throne, and ſettled in the ful! Adminiſtration of Government, Subjets not 
only may, but maſt tor Conſcience ſake, and out of r:verence to the Authority of 
God, with wich ſucha Prince is inveſted, pay all the Duty and Allegiance of 
Subjects ro him. | | 

As for the firſt, the Caſe is plain, that the Convocation ſpeakes of illegal and 
uſurped powers, and yet affirms that the Authority exerciſed by them, is Gods 
Authority and thereforethoſe Princes, who have no legal right, May haye God's 
Authority : the words of the Canon are very plain and expreſs, and yct if any man; 
defires farther ſatisfattion, that this was theJudgement of the Convocation, tha 
Princes, who have no Legal Right, mayhare GadsAuthority,it is very eaſieto giveit, 

They teach. That the Lord ( in advancing Kings to their Thrones) 7s wort bound 
to thoſe Lews, which be preſcribeth others to objerve, and therefoxe commanded 
Jchu « Subje& to be anointed King of Iſrael, of purpoſe to pyniſh the (ins, of Abab and 
Jezebel: and what hedid bj prophets in Tſrael, by an expreſs Nomination ofthe 
Perſon, he does by his Providence in other Kingoomls ſetup Kings when be feet 
fit, without any regard to the Right of Succeſſion, or Legal Titfes For as tl cy 
tell us elſewhere, The Lord both may, and 7: able to overthrow any Kings or Empe- 
rours, notwithſtanding any Claim, Right, Title or Imereſt, which they can challenge 
to their Countries, Kingdoms, or Empires, - : 

The Moabites and Aramites neyer could have a Legal Right to the Goverpment 
of Iſrgel, and yet the Convocation aſſerts, That 'when Iſrael! was .in ſubj<Rion to 
them, they knew, that it was not Lawſul for them of themſelves, and by their ow 
Authority to take Arms againſi the Kings, whoſe ſubjefts they were, though indeed 
they were Tyrants. And that it had not been lawful for Ehud, 20. have killed King 


Eglon, had he not been firſl made by God the Judge, Prince, and Ruler of the 


People ? 
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The like, we ſee, theytcach of the Kings of Egypt and Pab3los, who neverhad a 
Legal and Natural Right to Govern 1jraes ; and the like they affirm of the Four Monare 
chies, which were a!l violent Uſurpations; and the Princip.e they ground this on, plain- 
ly extends to all Kings and Soyercign Princes : I hat G.d. and his 5on Jeſus Chriſt, who Ch. 35. 
5; the Univerſal Lord and Ruler over «ll the Worid, dues remove and !e up Kings, as £42* *3- 
will beſt ſervethe Ends of his wiſe Providence, 1have made ( faith he) the Earth, the 
Man. and the Beaſts that are upon the ground, and bave given ie to whom it piea ſeth me. Jer. 27- Se 
And agein,the Prophet Daniel :elleth xs, That God changeth the Times and the Ze: ſons, that 


he bath Power. and beareth Rule over the Kingdoms of Men : thai he :aketh away Kings, 24% 4 174 
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and ſetteth up Kings ; and that it was the Godof Heaven,. who gave unto Nebuchadnez. ? 
zar ſo great a Kingdom, Power, Serength, end Glory, as then he had, to Rule with Ma- 
jeſty and Honony a very greas Empire: in reſpeft whereof, although K ings and Princes 
wight have been ſatisfied with the Titles of Lieutenants, or Vicegerents on Earth, to tbe 
Sonof God; « yet he did communicate and impart ſo much of his Power, Authority, and 
Dignity unto them, as he was content to ſtile thews with his own Name ; 1 have ſaid ye are 
Gods, andthe Children of the moſt High, And therefore we may obſerye, there is no 
Duty Subjects, as ſuch, owe to the moſt Legal and Righttul Kings, but the Conwocati- 
on 2{{crts due to all Kings, whom God hath placed inthe Throne, by what viſible means 
ſocver they obtained it : as toobey and ſubmittothem, notto reſiſt them, nor rebel a. 
gainſt themy.co pay all Cuſtoms and Taxes, to pray for them, nay, to ſwear Allegiance 
to them, ifit berequired. 

Thus, they teach withreſpe& to Alexander (and I think any Prince who gets the 
Throne, may pretend as Much Rizbtto it, as he) 1f any Man therefore ſball affirm, ei 
ther that the Jews, generally buth Prieſts and People, were not the Subjefts of Alexander, oy wy. 
«fter his Authority was ſettled amongſt them , as they had been before the Subjets of the tg 
Kings of -Babylon and Peilia ; or that they might lawfully have born Arms againſt him ; 
#7 thatthey were not «ll bound 10 pray for the long Life and Proſperity, both of Alexander 
end bis Empire, as they had been before 10 pray for the Lift end Pro/perity of the other ſaid 
Kings, aud their Kingdoms, while they lived ander their Suljefion : or conſequently,that 
ihey might lawfully, upon any occaſion whasſomever, have offered Violence and DeſiruAi- 
on, eicher co their Perſous, or #0 their Kingdoms. &c. he doth greatly err. 

| Thus Can, 33; they teach, That whoever affirms, That the Jews were not bound, both 
10 bave paid thei, Tribute, and to have prayed for Ciſar without disſrmulation , ſincerely 
«nd.cruly, normithſteudingieny preceuce of Tyranny. which they had wiljully drawn npor 
#beir ow# heads, or of any cauſe whatſorver; or that ſuch «5 curſed Czar, (their chief 
Governour). did not thereby deſerve any corporal puni/tment, which 3 due to be inflifted 
wpos ſuch Treitors; or that the Rebellion againſt eny King, Abſolute Prince, or Civil 
Magifitate, for any cauſe hatſoever, © 30: a in deteſiable inthe ſ:;h: of 60d, &c. be 
doth greatly err. | 

Chapter:34. they condemn the Phariſees, who when Herod 5 kg occaſion cauſed his page 593 
Subje&510 bind :bemſelves by Oath, Dudd non deceſſuri eſſent a fide & officis, refujed ro 
8$ake that Oath, Andintheir 34th. Cayon they teach : That if any Manoffirm, That the Page 32, 
Phariſees :1n refuſing to bind their Allegiance and Faith to Caſar, by an Oath did not there. 
by /bew themſelves rraiterouſly affeed towerds him (which cvidemty is not truc of all, 
who may retuſe ſuch Oath, but the intention is only to condemn ſuch a refuſal ;} or that 
it was not a ſeditious Doitrine-----To refuſe all Taxations impoſed by the Romans, their 
lewfal Magiſtrates #ud rather to rebel then 0 pey any Tributs tethem, &c, he doth great- 
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þ 6 The Caſe of the  Alleciance 
Tn the Cafe Jaddrs ſwearing Allegiance to Darim, they chndemn 'thofe, who (ay; 
Can, :o. That Jaddus che High. Prieſt ard amiſs in binding his Allegiance to King Darius by Oath, 
P*$*6;. 0: thathehad not ſinned, if he had refujed (being thereunto required) to have ſwory, 
{ And yet in the very next Canon, which 1 have alrcady quoted, they teach, That both 
Priefts anJ People (and therefore Jaddus himſelf; became as much the SubjeRts of Alex= 
ander, as they had been of Darizs ; and then according to this DoQrine, if 4lexandey 
had required an Oath of Allegiance from Jaddws, (asit is probable he did) Jaddus had 
ſinned, if he had refuſed that Oath, though according to all the Circumſtances of the 
: Story, Derins was then living, to whom Jaddws had before ſworn Allegiance. of 
Pare 64, Bui it will be ovjeted againſt this, that the Convocarion takes notice of that Anſwer 4 
T-ddv gaveto Alexander, when he ſent to him from Tyre , aſter the Overthrow of Da. 
y:144, That he ſhould as/ift him in his Wars, and become Tributary 10 the Macedonians, as 4 
be had zen 10 the Perſians: He returned for his Anſwer, That he might not yield © thre, Sf 
b-cauſe he had taken an Oath for his true Allegiayce to Darius, which he might not lawſuls 
ly violate, while Darius lived, being by flight eſcaped, when hu Army was diſcomfued, 
But we may obſerve, -that the Convocation in their Canon upon it, takes no notice, 
Page 6s, that Jaddus having ſworn to Darius, could not ſubmit, or ſwear to any other Prince, 
while Darims lived; and itis plain, Taddws himfelt did not mean this by it, for he im. 
mediately ſubmitted to Alexander, as ſoon as he came to Jeruſalem, before he had given 
the laſt fatal Overthrow to Darius, when Dariws in his flight was murdered by bis own 
Servants. The meaning then of Jaddwi's Anſwer to Alexander, wasno more but this: 
That he having {worn Allegiance to Darius, could not make a voluntary dedition of 
biuwſ-ltto Alexander, which was the thing defired ; but when be was in Alexander's 
Power, (which madeit a matter of force, not of his own choice) he mace no ſcruple 
eo ſubmitto Alexander, and become his Subje@ and Tributary, as he formerly wasthe 
fworn Subjet of Darixs, | | 
This, Ithink, ſufficiently proves the firſt thing , that this Convocation taught, that 
Princes, who have no Legal Right to their Thrones, when they are placed there by God, 
arc inveſted with God's Authority, and muft be reyerenced and obeyed by all Subjefs, 
in asfull a manner, as any other the moſt legal and rightful Prince can caallenge. 
2dly, The only enquiry then is, what the Conyocation means by the Government's. 
| being throughly ſetled A Prince, who is through!y ſetled in his Throne, has God's Au» 
| thority, and muſt be obeyed ; but when is his Government throughly ſerled ? : 
Now hereitis, that men may impoſe upon themſelyes, ifthey will, and if they think 
it their Intereſt todofo ; and may make as little or as much go to a through ſettlement, 
as they pleaſe; forthe Convocation has not determined the bounds of it: they thought 
this a viſible thing, that every Subje& could ſee, whenthe Governmentisſoſctled, as to 
m_.ke our Obedience due and neceſſary, and therefore there wasno need of defining, 
what itisto bethroughly ſetleds Whenthe whole adminiſtration of Government, and. 
the whole power of the Nation isin the bands of the Prince 5. when every thing isdone 
in his Name, and by his Authority ; when the Eſtates of the Realm, and the great Bo. 
dy ofthe Nation has ſubmitted tohim, and thoſe who will not ſubmit, can be cruſhed 
by him, whenever he pleafes; if this be not a ſetled Government, I deſpair of ever 
knowing what it isz forthereis no Government in the World ſo ſctled, but that by 
{me unſeen Accident, or by greater Force and Power, it may be unſctied; andinthis | 
. eaſe it is impoſlible ever to know, when a Government isſctled 5 for no Government 
is, orcan be thusſetled againft all events + but then the Government is viſibly ſetled, 


hen the Prince has the full and parte Adminiſtration of all Afaics relating to his Kingy 
rg rigce has parte Adnainiftiazio! ng = 
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But if the general fubmiſſion' of the People ſettle a Government, 'I am ſure, tharis 
eaſily coougi known, when a Nation basſubmitted to a Prince ; but this will not be al. 
lowed us, that the ſubmiſſion of the People ſettles the Government, unleſs the Prince, 
who has the Right to Govern, ſubmit alſo ; bur 1 would oladly hear a good Reaſon for 
this : The ſubmiſſion of the Prince indeed may be thought neceſlary to trangler a Legal 
Right ; but the ſubmiſſion of the People, of it ſelf, .is ſufficient to ſettle a Government, 
and when it isſctled, then itisthe Authority of God, whatever the Humane Right be. 

This | taketo bethe true ſenſe of this Convocation concert ng Obedience to Sovereign 
Powers; all Sovereign Powers, whoſe Power and Government is througbly ſeiled, muſt 
be obeyed, whatever their Legal Right be, for they have the Authority of God, to 
which our Obedience and Subjcfion is due, and that fupercedes all fanher enquiries, 
This is a good Argument, from Authority, and as good Authority as can be urged to the 
Membersof the Church of, England; forif a Convocation cannot declare the Judgment 
of the Church of England, 1 know not whence we ſhall learn its . 

But I will not rely only upon Authority, but I think ſo great an Authority, ifit do not 
determine our judgment, ought at leaft to make usmore carcfully and.impartially to 
examine che.Reaſon ofthings, andto deliver us from the Tyranny of prepofleſfion and 
Prejudice ; and to that I proceed, | | 
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Fn which we'are tO prove, is, That all Soveraign, Princes, who are fertled intheir 

Thrones, are placed there by God, and inveſted with his Auth ority, and therefore 
'muft be obeyed by all Subjedts, as the Miniſters of God; without enquiring into their 
Legal Right and Title to the Throne: The proofs of this from Scripture aud Reaſon 
muſt neceſſarly be intermixt anFinterwoven with each other ; and to ſet this matter in 
ascleara Light as I can, I ſhall reducethe whole into fone plain Propoſitions. 

Prop. 1. Thatall Civil Power and Authorityis from God ; for beis the Supreme 
Lord of the World; and has the ſole Right. to Goyern bis Creatures, and therefore no 
man can haye any Authority bur from God 2 this will: be! readily acknowledged by- all, 
whobelicye, that there iva God, andithat he made and Governs the, World: | 

Prop. 2, That Civil Power and: Authority is no otherwiſe. rom God ; then as He 
gives this Power and Futhority to ſome particular Perſon "or Perſons, to Govern others: 
For Auttority belongs to a Perſon, and that Power and Authority, which any Perſor- 
exerciſes, is ot from God, which God never gave him2 If he Governs without receiy- 
ing his Perſonal Authority from God, he Governs without God's Authority. 

L take notice of this to prevent a'common'Evalion, 'thatall Fower isſaid tobe of God; 
Becaule Gbd has inſtirured Ciyil Fuchoriey ; 'not that eFery one, who exerciſes this Aut 
thority, tectives it trrom God, 1 oo 1 IFC 5H ag 

But whatthey mean by the Inftirmionof Civif Auihority, T cannot tell. unleſs itbe 
that God intended, that Mankind ſhould live under Government : but this does not 
Prove, that all power and'mut' ority is from God, unleſs thoſe, who exerciſe this Au- 
thoriy, receiveit from God-: andit is plain, that St. Pak, Row, 13, 1, by the Higher 
Powers, and all power, means thoſe,” who exerciſe this Supceme -Power,- that all ſuch 


Sovereign Frincevare ſet pp by God, and roceivetheir ſuthorityfrom him z they are the 
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The Ca/e of the Allegiance 
Rules, v, 3. the Miniſters of God, who bear the Sword, v. 4. and in StPeter, the King 
as Supreme, 1, Pet, 2, 13. 

Prop, 3. There are but three wayes whereby G-0d gives this Power and Authority to 
any Pcrſons: Either by Nature, or by an cxpreſs Nommation, or by the diſpoſals o 
Providence. | 

By Nature ? Parents have a Natural Superiority over their Children, and are their 
Lords and Governours too : This was the firſt Government inthe World, and is the 
only Natural Authority ; for in propriety of ſpeaking, there is no Natural Prince bu a 
Father, But by what boundsthis paternal and Patrirchical Authority was limited, we 
cannot tell ; how the exrent of their power was ftinted, and where new Families, and 
new Goyernments began; anditis in vain for us to enquire after it tiow, 

By a particular Nomination : God mad« Kings only in ſewry, and entailed the King« 
dom of Judah upon David's Poſterity ; and after the Diviſion of the ': en Tribes from the 
Kingdom of Judeb, by expreſs Nomination ſet [eroboam and Jeb over the Kingdom of 


.. Tfrael. 


But God ruled in all the other Kingdoms of the World, as well as in Jewry, and all 
other Kings ruled by Gods Authority, :as well as the Kings of Jadeh and 1/rael who were 
advanced by his Command : For the moſt high ruleth = the Kingdom of men, and giveth 
it to whomloever he will, and ſetteth up over it the baſefi of men; Dan, 4. 17. It was the 
God of Heaven, that gave Nebuchadnezzar « Kingdom; Power, and Strength; and Gla< 
ry. Itis be, that changeth tines ard ſeaſons,, that removeth Kings and Jetteth up Kings, 
Pan, 2, 21, 37. andthe Prophecy ot the four Monerchies is a demonſtration of it. 

But now God geyernsthe reſt of the world, removeth Kings, and ſetteth up Kings, 
enly by his providence ; that is, then Gd ſers up a King, when by his Providence he ad- 
vances him to the Throne, and puts the Sovereign 4arthority into his bands; then-he 

removetha King, when by bis prawidence, be thruRs bim from his Throne, and takes 
the Governmerit oue of his hands :) For providence is Gods Government of the World by 

*an inviſible influence and power, whereby le Dire&s, Determines. Over-rules all E. 
yents tothe accompliſhment of hisown will and Counſels, in diſtintion from iis more 
viſible Government by his Oracles and Prophets, or thic exprels ſignifications of his will, 
as he in former Ages governed Iſrael. 

Nordoesit make any difference- in this Caſe to diſtinguiſh between what God permits, 


.avd what heidoes ; for thisdiſtintion does not relate to the Events of things, but to the 


wickedneſs of men/;- whichis the only reafon for this dſtinion ; for the $criprare never 
fpcaksof God's bare permiſſjon of anv#vents, but makes him theAuthor of all the good or 
evil which happens citherto private perſons, or publick Societies. Tbe Events of all 
things are in his hands, and are ordered and diſpoſed by his will and Counſel, asthey 
muſt be if God governs the World : But God cannot be the Author of any wickedneſs, 
cannot inſpire men with any wicked Counſels or Deſigns, nor incline their wills to the 
Commiflion of iv, and therefore this we ſay God only permits; but when it comesto 
ation, be over-rylcs.their wicked deſigns to accompliſh his own Counſelsand Decrees z 
and either diſappoints what they intend, or gives ſucceſsto them, when he can ſerve the 
ends of his providence by their wickedneſs: And herein conſifts the unſearchable wiſdom 
of providence, that God brings about his own Counſels by the free Miniſtries of men; 
He permits men to do wickedly, but all Events, which arefor the goed or evil of private 
Men, or publick Societies, are ordered by him, as the Prophet declares, AMI. 3. Go 


Shall there be evilins City, and ihe Lord hath wot done is. , 
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AnJ yet if there were any ſuch diſtinftton as this, that ſome Events God only permits, 
and ſome he orders andappoints, we ought in reaſon to aſcribe the advancement of Kings 
to God's Decree and Counſel, 'becauſc it is the principai A of providence, which has ſo 
great an influence upon the Goyernment of the world ; andithe decree and order any 
Events, certainly he peculiarly orders ſuch Eyents as will do moſt good or moſt hurt to 
the world, He muſt with his own hand immediatcly ciret the motions of the greas 
whecls of P royidence z and not permit them to move as they pleaſe themfelyes. Eſpee 
cially when we remember, that Kings are God's Miniſters and Lieutenants, and are in- 
yeſted with bis Authority z Now togive Authority to any perſon, does not ſignifieto 
permit him to take it z and we cannot but think that God will exerciſe a paiticular care 
and providencein appointing his great Miniſters. No man can have God's Authority, 
but he towhomitis given anditthe adyancementto the Throne inveſts ſuch a Prince 
with God's Authority, then God gives him the Throne, and does not meerly permit 
bim to take it; for no.man can take God's Authority, bur it muſt be given. 

Nay, ſince God makes Kings now, not by an expreſs Nomination of any Perſons, but 
only by the Eventsof Providence, we muſt not allow, that God at any time permits men 
to make themſelves Kings, whom he does not make Kings: For then we can never 
diſtinguih between Kings by the permiſſion and by the appointment of G2d, between 
God's Kings. and Kings of their own making; unleſsall Kings arc ſet up by God, and 
inveſted with his Authority, we can never know what Kings have God's Authority, 
whothoſeare, whom we muſt obey out of Conſcience, and whom we muſt not obey x 
There is tio dire&ion how to diſtinguiſh them, and the Events of providence in placing 
them in the Throne, are the ſame in both. 

Now the neceſſary Conſequence of this is, that by what means ſoever any Trince a. 
fcendsthe Throne, beis placed there by God, and receives his Authority from him. 
There are very difterent wayes indeed, whereby this isdene 4 ſometimes by the f Ieion 
ot the people; ſometimes by Conqueſt ( which has been the viſible. Original of moſt 
Governments) and when any Family is thus adyanced to the Throne, itis continuedÞ 
Succeſſion and legal Entails ; but all theſe wayes, or any other. that can be thought of 
axe governed and determined by the Divine Providence, and the Prince thus advanced 
is astruely placed in the Throne by God, as ifhe had been expreſly nominated, and a- 
nointed by a Propbet at God's command, as Sexl and David were. Sometimes God 
leaves a free Peopleto chooſe their ownKing, and then he direfts their choice to ſuch a 
perſon as he will make King. Sometimes he ſuffers an aſpiring Prince to invade and con- 
quer a Country, but hemever ſuffers him to aſcend the Throne, but when he ſees firto 
make him King. Sometimes he not only places a ſingle Perſon in the Throne, but en« 
tails it on his Family by Human Laws, and makcs the Throne alegal 1nheritance ; bur 
when he ſees cauſe for it, he interrupts the Succeſſion, or finally transfers the Kingiom 
to another family. | 

Prop, 4, All Kings are equally rightful with reſpe& to God : For thoſe are al] right 
ful Kings, who are placed inthe Throne by God, and it is impoſlible-there_ſhould bea 
wrong King, unleſs a man could make himſclf King, whether God will or not. The 
whole Authority of Government is Gods, and whoever has Gods Authority is a true and 
rightful King for he has the true and rightful Authority ofa King ; andif all Kings who 
are ſettled and eſtabliſhed: in their Thrones, are ſet up by God, and have his Autbority, 
with reſpe& to the Authority which they have from God, they are righiful Kings. 

Prop, 5, Thediftin&tion then between a King de jure; and a King de fatto, relates on- 
ly to Humane Laws, which bind ſubje&s, but are not the necefſary Rules and — 


— 
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The Caſe of the Allegiance: 


of the Divip: Providence. In Hereditary Kingdoms, He is a rightful King, who thas 
by Sacceſſion 2tegal Right to the Crown ; and he who has poſkſſion of the Crowng 
without a legal Right, isa King defafo , that is, isa King, but not by Law : Now 
Subje&ts are fo tied up by the Conſtitutions of the Kingdom, that: they muſt not pull 
down nor ſet up Kings contrary to the Laws of the Land ; but God is not bound by Hu« 
mane Laws, but can make whom he pleaſes King, without regard to legal Rights, and 
when he does ſo, they aretrue, though nor legal Kings, it thoſe axe-true, Kings who 
have Gods Authority, @ PORE 2 oO ER OR 
Prop, 6. Wecan have but one Kingatatime: Two rival and oppoſite Princes cans 
not at the ſame time paſſeſs the ſame Throne, nor can Subjects be bound to. two oppo. 
ſite anJ contrary Allegiances ; for n9 man can ſerve two Maſters; and yet Allegiance is 
due to a King by the Laws of God, and to every King whoſe Subjcts we arc, that. if 
wecou'd have two Kings, we muſt have two Allegiances. a | 
Prop. 7. Heisour King who is ſettled in the Throne in' the atual adminiſtration of 
Sovereign Power: For King is the Name of Power and Authority, not of meer Right. 
He, who hasalezal Right to the Crown, but has it not, ought by the Laws of the Land 


to be King, but is nut : bur he, who js atually ſettled in the Adminiſtration of the Regal 


Power, 18King, and has God's Authority, though he haye not a legal Right. 

But the Objc Aion againſt this is, That it is Zoboiſm, that Dominionis naturally an» 
nexcd to Power ; but thoſc whoſay this, do not underſtand Mr, Hobbs, or. me: For 
He makcs Power, anJ nothing elſe, to give Right to Dominion ; and therefore aſſerts, 
That God himſelf is the Natural Lord and Governour of the World, not becauſe he 
made it, but becauſe he is Omnipotent': *but I ſay, That , Government, is Founded. in 
Right, and that Ged is the Natural Lord ofthe World, becauſe he made it z and tHat no 
Creature has any Right to Govern the World, or any part of it, but as he. receives Aw- 
thority from God : And therefore fince Power will Govern, God ſo orders it by his Pro- 
vidence, asneverto intruft Sovereign Power in any Mans hands, to.whom he does not 
give the Sovereign Authority : That power does not give Right and Authority to Go» 
vern, bur jsa certain fignto us, that where God. hath. placed and ſettled the Power, he 
has given the Authority, ' 7 8 , 

Prop, 8. Allegiance is due only to the King : For Allegiance ſignifies all. that Duty, 
which Subj+Rs owe to their King, and theretore can be due to none'but the King, 

If then he who has the Legal Right may not be our Kiog, and he who has not, may z 
when any ſuch Cafe happens, we mult pay our Allegiance te him who isKing, though 
without a Legal Right ; not to him who is not our King, though it histhe Rightto be (oz 
And the reaſon is yery plain, becauſe Allegiance is due only, to God's Awchority, not. to 
2 bare Legal Title without God's Authority ; and therefore mul be:payed to him who is 
inveſted with God's Authority, who is his Miniſter and Lieutenant; that is, to the 
ape rs who is ſettled in theThrone, and has the Adminiftcation of Government 
2n his hands, | 

Obje# But if this beſo, what does a Legal Right ſignific, if it do not command the 
Allegiance of Subjects ? | G ET 

Anſw, lanſwer: ltbarrsall other Human Claims: No other Ptince can. challenge 
the Throne of Right : and SubjeAs are bound to maintain. the Rights ofſuch a Prince, 
asfar as they can; that is, againſt all Mankind, but not againlt God's. diſpoſal of 
Crowns: andtherefore when God transfers the Kin2dom, he transfers our Allegiance, 
which is due, and annexedto his Authority, whethes this Authority be conveyedby a Legal 
Succefſion, orby anyother means, TEES, 1 ; 
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| due to Sovereign Powers, &. 
.* 0Ljef; But if wehave fworn Allegiance to ſucha Prince, and bis Heirs, andlawful 


' Succeſſors, how can wepay Allegiance to any other Prince, while He, or any of his 


Heirs, aftd Legal Succefors are lying, and claim our Allegiance, without violating our 
Oaths ? | 

* Anſw. Tanſwer? An Oath of Allegiance made: to any King, can oblige no Jonger 
than he continues to be aKing; forif itdid, it would oblige. us againſt our Duty, and 
fo become an untawfn) Oath: for our Allegiance is due to him whois King, inthe atual 
and fcrled puficfſion of the. Throne, 2nd therefore muſt by the Law of God be paid 
there; and chenit cannot be paid tothe diſp:fſeſſed Prince, unleſs we can have two 
Altegiances : Our Oath then to the diſpoſſciled Prince ceaſes , Ceſſante materid ; for. 
though the Man is in Being ſift, the Kingis gone. 

But we ſwearto maintainanddefend his Right, and the Right of his Heirs: but yer 
we do not ſwear to keep themin the Throne, which may be impoſſible for us to do a- 
eainſt a proſperous Rebcllion; nor do we ſwear in Cafe they are thrown out of the 
Throve, never to ſubmit or pay Allegiance to any other Prince z which would be an un« 
lawful Oath, as contrary to that Duty we owe to the Divine Providence in making 
Kings, and removing Kings. The Oath of Allegiance contains the Duty of Subjects 
ro their King, and can extend no farther, and therefore can oblige no longer than he is 
our King; Se? we his Subjects. | 

"Theſe ſeem to me, tobe very plain Propoſitions, 'and to carry their own Eyidence 
wirh rye ;* and if this be true, it isa yery. plain Direfion.to Subjefts in all the Revo» 
Jutions of Government. .. Y = 
© The moft that cari be expefted from them , according to the firitcft principles of 
Loyalty and Obedience, is to tiaye no band in ſuch Revolutions, or to opp«.ſe them as 
far.as they can, and-not to.be-haſty and foreward in their Compliances ; but when| ſuch a 
Prince, as inveſted with God®s Authority. | 

Nor is it very hard to know, when our Obedience becomes due to a New: Pririte ; for 
ie does not corfift in a Mathematical point, nor require Mathematical certainty : Our 
Obedience is due to God's Authority, and when we can reaſonably conclude, that God 
has made him King 3 thatis, when the Providence of God has ſctled him in the Throne, 
we muſt pay our Obedience to him. 

There are different degrees of Settlement, and muſt neceſſari'y be in ſuch new Go» 
vernments, which feem to me torequire different degrees of Submiſſion, or at leaſt to 
jultific them tiltic ineredſcs tofuch'a tall andfchary and fertfed peſſeſſion,as requires our 
Allegiance, as being notoriouſly evident and fcvſible to all that ds not wink hird, and 
will not fee it. | 2 | 

If the geaerality ofthe Nation ſubmit'to ſuch a Trince;® ant pface him on the Throne, 
and put the whole power of the Kingdom imo his hands, though it may be, we can- 
not yerthink:che Providence of God hrasſettted him inthe Throne, while the difpoſleſled 
Prince has alfo ſuck a formidable power, as makes the Event very doubtful, yerif we 
thivk ficto comiruein the Kingdom - arider the poverrimetit and power of the new 
Prince; \therbare ſeveral Datics, which ir) reafon we ought to pay him. 

As to live.quietly and peaceably under hisgoyernment, andto promiſe, or ſwear, or 
give any other fecuvity that we will do-fo, itic bedertranded : It is reaſoriable we ſhould 

fo, if we think it reaſonable to live under the prore&ion of the government z this- 
all men do in an Encmies quarters, and no man biatnes chern for it, | 
_ 'Weampiipay Taxes tothem'; 


*Revplution is made, and they cannot .bclpit ; they muſt reverence and obey their New 
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as $t. Paul obſerves ; For thi cauſe pay ye Tribute alſo, for they are the Minifters of God, 
ettending continually on the very thing, Rom. 13.6. Andifwe oweour ſecure poſſeſs 
ſion of our Eſtates to the proteRion of a goyernment, let the government be what it 
will, we ought to pay for it. 

We muſt give the Title of King to fuch a Prince, when we livein the Country where 
he is owned for King; for beſides that itisa piece 6f good manners (which is the leaſt 
thing we can owe tohim, under whoſe goyernment welive) beisindeed King, while 
he adminiſters the Regal power, though we may not think bim ſo well ſettled in his ge 
vernment, as to a!l intentsand purpoſes to own him for our King. 

Nay, we muſt pray for him under the Name and Title of King, for we are boundta 
pray forall whoare in Authority ; and that a Prince is, who has the whole government 
in his hands, and haspower todo a great deal of hurt, or a great deal of good ; and this 
is ſo far from being a fault, thatitis a duty, while we take caretodoitin ſuch terms, 
as not to pray againſt the diſpoſſeſſed Prince. uh 

Thus far | think the doubtful poſſeſſion of the Throne obliges us, and it were very hap- 
py if no more were required in the beginnings of ſuch a new government ; but when be. 
{ides the poſſeſſion of the Throne, the power of the diſpoſſcfcd Prince is broken, and no 
viſible proſpect of his recovering his Throne again ; nay if it be viſible that he can never 
recover his Throne again, but by making a new Conquelt of the Nation by Foreignery, 
who will be our 4aſters, if they Conquer, and no yery gentle ones ngither ;* we may 
then look upon the new Prince as advanced and ſettled by God in his. Throne, and there. 

foreſucha King, as we owe an entire Obedience and Allegiarice to. 

For we muſt not take the conſideration of Right into the ſettlement of Government ;for 
a Prince may be ſettled in his Throne without legal Right, and when he is ſo, God has 
made him our King, and requires our Obedience. 4 


Theſ: principles are ſo very uſeful, eſpecially in all Revolutions of government, thats 


Subjefts have great reaſon to wiſh them true, 'and to examine over _— theſe ſtri& 
principles of Loyalty, whichif purſued to their juſt conſequences, Mult unayoidably in 
lome Junures, ſacrifice whole Kingdoms, at leaſt all Subjefts who pretend to this 
degree andkind of Loyalty and Conſcience, to the ill Fortune of their Prince, 
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SECT, IV, ir: 46, ; 

Some Reaſons and Arguments urged, and Objefions anſwered, for the farther Coufirms- 
- 8108 0f ths Dofrine, | 36+ 


Gam we may examine this more impartially and more ſecurely rely upon the Diftates 
of Reaſon inthis matter, I obſerve, 

7. That the Scripture has given us no Dire&ions in this Caſe; but to ſubmit, and pay 
all the Obedience of Subje&ts to the preſent powers. It makes nodiſtinion, that ever 
I could find, between rightful Kings and Uſurpers, between Kings whom we muſt, and 
whom we muſt not obey ; but the general Rule is, Let every Soul be ſubjet$ to the higher 
Powers, for all powcy « of God. the Powers that be are qrdained of God : whoſoever 
eherefore reſiſteth the Power, reſtfteth the Ordinance of God, and they that reſifl /hall res 
Ceive to themſelves damnation, Rom. 13.1, 2, To ſay the poſile here ſpeaks of law= 
Ful powers, is gratss diftum, for there isno Evidence of it : The Criticiſm between 
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tri and days will notdo ; for they both ſignifie the ſame thing in Scripture, uh | 


COS thay 
+ JDT ws 


CES "TI 
ON 
Y + —_ 


due to Sovereign Powers, &c/ 


ther force and power, or authority * &x izo tzunaIyaug! wn) md; Twill not be 
brought under the power of any thing, muſt lignific torce, 1 Cor. 6 12, and 3,» 45; muſt 
fignific authority and dignity , Ephe1. 21. Unr5gave x #719 og 45, x io 5 for (ies 
% xvgcr1 19>, which are ſeveral names and degrees of digauy and authority, as weilas 
power. Koga&ev and igu#194e ſignific the ſame thing, the exerciſe of civi! aurho« 
thority and power , Luke 22, 25- andttercfore ai 6:27 a8 are the of iZy0ie01T85s 
thole who exerciſe authority and dominion ; thc 6: «p;g»ris, the Rulers, y. 3. the 
Miniſters of God, which bear the Sword, v. 4. In St. Peter, the Bxr.a 5's; and Hyper 
”s5, the King, and his Governours and Magiſtrates, 2 Peter 2.13, 14. Now there may 
be Kings and Emperours and Rulers, who excrcife civil government without a legal 
Titleto it, inthe ſenſe of the Objeors, yet St. Paul has made no Exception againit 
them ; bur if they be the Powers, if they exerciſe the Supreme Authority , they are of 
God, andarethe Ordinance of God: for z&&x i;&rix is res thyotx{wr ; which cvie 
dently relates to the Exerciſe of Civil Authority, not toa Legal Right. And why ſhould 
we think the 4poſile here intends a diſtinftion unknown to Scripture : had there been 

any ſuch Rule before given, to ſubmit tolawſul powers, but not to ſubmit to l!ſurpers, 
there had been ſome pretence for underſtanding St. Paul's All power of all legal power ; 
but there being nothing like this any where elſe in Scripture, it he had intended any ſuch 
diſtintion, he ovght to have ſaidit in expreſs words, oreiſc no body could reaſonably 
have underſtood him to intend this precept of ſubjeion to the higher powers, only of 
powers that had a legal Right. For then, inorder to the fulfilling of this precept, it 
would be neceſſary for Subjes to examine the Titles of Princes, and to that end to be 
well skill'd inthe Hjſtory and Lawsof a Nation, and to beable to judge between a pre= 
tended and real Right, and to know exatly what gives a real Right; that they 

may know to whom they ought to pay ſubjeftion, and may not miſplace 

their duty in ſo important a matter, And let any man judge in what petplexi- 
ties this ſenſe of the Apoſtles precept would involve the Conſciences of men: for 


theſeare great diſputes among learned men, and how then ſhould unlcarned men un-= 


derſtand them ? And 1 cannot think that the reſolution of Conſcience, in ſuch matters 
as all Mankind arc concerned in,  ſhoufd depend upon ſuch Niccties as learned meathem. 
ſelves cannot agreein. Eſpecially if we conſider the Caſe of the Roman Empire, in which, 
for ſo many Ages together, the Titles of their Emperours were either all of them ſtark 
nought, or the very beſt-of them very doubtful. And yet this Epiſtle to the Romans 
was written tothe Subjefts of that Empireto dire them in the point of ſubjeQiun and 
obedience. This i take to be little leſs than a demonſtration, that this precept of St. Pax 
cannot be underftood only of ſubjc&ion to powers that had a legal Right. 

Beſides this, the reaſon the Apoſtle gives tor ſubmiſſion to the higher powers is not a 
legal Right, but the Authority of God ; that all power (or every one, who cxerciſeth 
the ſupreme power) #5 of G9d, and the Ordinance of God, which (cems plainly intended 
to wave the diſpnte about the legality of the powers, which was the Objefion of the 
Phariſees, againſt fabmiſſion to the Roman power ; and an Objeftion which no body 
made but themſelves: they thought they were not bound by God to ſubmit to the Re. 
9141 powers; nay, thatthey were bound by the Law of God not toſubmit tothem, as 
being unjuſt Uſurpations upon the priviledges and liberties of God's people, and there. 
forethe Apoſtle tells thew, that all Power 5; of God ; and the powers that be, are ordained 
of God, wherein certainly he neverintended to juftific all the Roman Uiurpations, or to 
vindicatethe legality of their power, which will asreaſonably juſtific all the Revolutions 


| - thateverwerein the world; but toaſſertthe providence of God, and his ſupreme au« 


thority, in transferring Kingdoms and _—_— » io r<moying Kings, and ſctting up 
|; Kings 
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Kings. And when the 4psfile ſays, Al pomer 5s of God, there is no reafon"to conflhe 
this to all lega! powers, unie(s1t were evidently the Doftrine of Scripture , that uſurped 
powers are nit of Gd, which is ſo far from being true, that the contrary is eviient; 
ihatihe moſt high ruleth in the kingdow of men, and giveth it to whomſoever he will, 
Dan, 4. 17. which is ſpoke with reterence to the four Monarchies, which were all as ma 
nitelt Uiurpations as ever were in the world, and yet ſetup by the decree and counſel of 
G29, and tore-told by a prophetick'Spirit: and whoever will confine the power and 
authority of God, in changing Times and Seaſons, in removing Kings and ſetting up Kings, 
to Humane Laws, ought vt to be diſputed with. 

Torvis i add, that this diſtin@tion, that only Lega!, not Ufurped Powers, areof 
God, had mac the Apoſtles direion fignifie nothing, for the great Queſtion had been 
ſtill undetermined, what Powers are of God, and what Powers they mult obey, it fome 
Poweis be of God, aniſcmenot. When he ſays, the Powers that be, had he confined 
this to the then preſent "owers, it would have direted them at that time,” but had been 
no general dire&tion to Chriſtians in other Ages, to obey the preſent Powers, and then 
we have no diretion in Scripture, what to do in ſuch diſputed Caſes, unleſs by a parity 
of Reafon; anditwe muſt vbey fuch powers, asthe Roman Power was, Iknow very 
few powers that we may not obey : for whateve- Legal Right the Roman Emperors had, 
who by fear, or flattery, or other arts, extorted ſome kind of conſent from the Senate, 
it isplain. the Romans theinſelves were preat Uſurpers, and had no other Right to the 
greateſt part of (heir Empire, but Conqueſt and Uſurpation. 

This i'm ſure, the only dire&tion of Scripture is to ſubmit to thoſe whoare'in Autho=» 
rity, who are in the atuai adminiſtration of Government, to reverence and obey them, 
to pray for them, to pay Tribute to them, «5 God's Miniſters, attending continually upou 
this very thirg, and not toreſiit them ; but there is not the leaſt notice given us of any 
kini of Duty owing or to br paid toa Prince out of Authority, and removed from the 
adminiſtration of Government, whatever his Right may be: Wehaveno Examplein 
Scrip: ure; that any peop'e were ever blamed for ſubmitting to the prefent powers, whats 
ever the Uſurpation were, though we have Ex1mples of their being eondemned for ree 
fuſing to ſudmitto them ; witnefs the Propheſies of Jeremiah, and the Difcourſes of 
our Seviour with the Scribet and Phariſees about paying Tribute to Ceſay. 

Our Saviour's Argument relies wholly on the T eſiton of power, whoſe Image and 
Superſcriprton hathit? Andifthisbe a good Reaſon, it is good in all other caſes ; that we 
mult ſub.n't to all Princes, who are poſſeſſed of the Soyereign power, and are in the 
full adminiſtration of Government: The Prophet Jeremieh's Argument is Prophecy, or 
an expreſs Command from God to ſubmit tothe King of Babylon ; andithere was great 
rea{on for an expreſs Command from God at that time, becauf? God himſclf had entail. 
ed the Kingdom upon Devid's Poſteritr, and therefore without an expreſs Command 
from God, they could not ſubjc themſelves to any other Prince, while any of that Fa- 
mily were living, which is the reafon that ſehoiade the High-Prieſt gives for depoling 
Athaliah, who had Uſurped the Throne for ſix years, and anointing Joa/S' the King's 
Son, bebold the King's Son [hall Reign, 4s the Lord hath ſaid of the' Song of David :. But 
where God has made no entait of the Cr&wn, but tht entail is only by Humane Laws; 
there is noneed of Prophecy to diredt people to ſubmit to any new Prince, whom God 
ſets over them. 

For we muſt obſerve, that this was at the beginning of the four Monarchies, which 
God intendeth ſucceſſively to ere, to whom he gavethe Kingdoms ofthe World, not 
excepting his own People Iſrael; and'in that Command: he gaveto themto fubmit 
tothoſe Powers, ( which was renewed by Chriſtand his Apoſilcs) has taughrall ce 
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ſtians to do fo tody/ and not tooppoſe any Humane Righr or 'Intereſt again{tthe Divine 
will and pleaſure, whenitis ſufficiently declared by the events of Providence. And the 
Frophecy ut the four Monarchies 15 not yet atanend; for underthe fourth Monarchy the 
Kingdom «ft Chriſt wasto be ſet up, and .Anrichriſt was to appear, and the increaſe and 
deftrudtic.n ui the Kingdom'of Antichreſt is ro be accompliſhed by great Changes and 
Revolutions in Humane Governments z and when God havdecared, that he will change 
Times and Seaſons; remove Kings, and ſetup Kings, to accompliſh” his own. wiſe 
Counſle s, it juftifies our nec« (ary, and thereforcinnocerit compliance with ſuch Reva- 
lutions, as Much as if we were exprefly commanded to do ſo, as the Jews were by the 
Prophet Jeremiah. This a man may fay without Enthefiaſm, or pretending to under- 
and all the Propheſies of the Revelations, and toapply ther to their particular events, 
for without that we certainly.know; that all the grear Revc)uti-ns of the World arein» 
t<nded by God t6 ſerve thoſe great ends; and when God will overturn Kingdoms and 
Empires, remcve and ſet up Kings as he.ſces will beſt ſerye the: accompHtſhment of his 
own Counſels and Decrees, it is very hard, if Subje&ts muſt not quietly ſubmit to ſuch 
Revolutions: We muſt not contrary to our ſworn Duty and Alirgiance promote ſuch 
Revolutions, upon a pretence of {ulfilling Propheſies, but when they are made and fct- 
led, we ought ro ſubmit to them. 

Now when we baveno dire@ion in Scripture at all about making or unmaking Kings, 
or reſtoring a diſpoficſied Prince to his © hrone again, and all the Commands we have 
in Scriprure about: Obedience and Subjetionto: Goyernment,, manifeſtly reſpr@the 
preſent: Ruling Powers, without any diftinftion between Rightſul or Uſurped powers, 
it ſeems p'ainly to determine: this Queſtion on the fide of the preſent Powers, ar leaſt 
it-leavesusto the guidance and condudt of Reaſon in this matter, and therefore let us im- 
partia'ly confider what Reaſon fays. | 
. 2, lobferve then inthe next place, that this gives the caſieſt and moſt intelligible ac- 
count of the Original of Human Government ; that all power is from God, who 18s the 
Sovereign Lord of the World. | 
.' Thishas been a very perplext and: intricate Diſpute both in Religion and Politicks, 
ns men have zecaloufly eſpouſed different Hyporbeſes, as they haye bad different ends 
to lerve. 

The matter of Fat, how Monarchics firſt began, and what was the Original of parti- 

cular Monarchies, is very cbſcure for want of Hiſtory, which is the only way to know 
it : Some think, all power was origiaally derived frona Choice and Conſent ofthe 
People : Others afcribe it to. the Right of Conqueſt, which they think without more 
ado conſersa Right of Government ; others th-nk Conqueſt- gives no Right, butthe 
Submiſſion of the conquered peop'e, or the long contiouance-of fuch an Wurpation doesz 
eſpecially when ſuch a Government defcends from: Father to Son, andis become an In« 
heritance, cither by Preſcription, or Laws; which ſome men! think then ſo Sacred, 
that they muſt in no caſe ſubmit to any other Goyernment, while any Legal Heir tothe 
Crown isliving, and-makes his Claim. . ; 
. Now | think there is no:doubt,; bat ſeveral'Goverriments: bhaye beeni' begun all theſe 
ways; bntftill it is God; who by his Providence advances men to rhe Throne, and in 
velis them with bis Authority by all thefe ways; forthe Authority is Gods, ati it is his 
advancing them to the Throne which gives thertvthis Anthority. 

ſt sevident, there isno Natural Authority, butthe Paternal and Patrizrchical Au- 


thority ; and that Monatchies were cre&ed vport the ruines or great diminution of it z; 


and whether this were by conſent, or '( as is moſt probable ) by violent CY 
| | 0 
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of which Nimrod ſeems to have ſet the firſt Example, it was equally unjuſt ; for no Aus 
thority isſo Sacred, as whatis Natural, which no man had Authority to give away, or 
to Uſurp : Bur by this means Goderefcd Monarchies, and gaye bis Authority to Men 
who had no Authority of their own. 

If the Ghoice and Conſent of the people makes a Prince, then no man is a Subje, but 
he who conſentsto beſo ; for the Major Vote cannot include my conſent,unleſs 1 pleaſe 
that is the cfte&@ of Law, and Compatt or Force, not of Nature. If Subjc&s give their 
Prince Authority, they may take it away again, if they pleaſe ; there can be no irreſiſtible 
Authority derived from the People ; for it the Authority be wholly derived from them, 
who ſhall hinder them from tak ing it away, when they ſce fit? Upon theſg Princip'er, 
there can be no Hereditary Monarchy ; one Generation can only chooſe for themſclycs, 
their Poſterity having as much Right to chooſe asthey had : 

It Conqueſt givesa Right, then Force, the moſt unjuſt and violent Force, is Right z 
and then every man by the ſame Rule, who is ſtronger than 1am, has a Natural Right 
to Govern me, 

Submiſſion isonly a forced and after-conſent not to make a King, but to own him, 
who hasmade himſclf King, and whom very often we would diſown and reje&, were 
it faferodoſo; and what Right can that give more than Force ? 

The continuance of an Uſurpation ean never give a Right, unleſs that which is wrong 
can grow right by continuance : An Uſurper by Icng continuance may out-live thoſe, 
who formerly worethe Crown ; butdoesit give Right to him, who has none, that he 
ont lives thoſe, who hadthe Right? For though no Body elſe bad any Right to the 
Crown, how does this make him a Rightful King, who has no Right ? 

An Hereditary Right is either a continued Uſurpation, which can give no Right, or 
2a Right by Law; tharis, by the confent of the Pecpleto entail the Crown on ſuch a Fa- 
mily, which, 5s1 obſerved before, 1f Right be reſvlved into :he Choice and Conſent of 

the People, cannot be Jone.; for what Right had my Anceſtors three or four bundred 
years ago, to chooſe a K:ng for me ? 

So that I cannot ſce where to fix the Foandation of Government, bmtin the provi. 
dence of God, who cither by the choice of the major or ſtronger part of the people, or 
by Conqueſt, or by Submiſſion, and the long ſucceſſive continuance of power, or by 
Human | aws, gives a Prince and his Family pofſcfſion of the Throne, which isa good 
Title againſt all Humane Claims, and requires the Obedience and Submiflion of Sub- 
jeAsas long as God is pleaſed to. continue him and his Family in the Throne ; but it is 
no Title againſt God, if he pleaſe to advance another Prince. ; 

To fay that God ſets up no Prince, who aſcends the Throne without a Human and 
Legal Right, isto ſay, that ſome Kings are remoyed,jand others ſet up, but not by God, 
which isa dire& contradiRion to Scripture; itisto ſay, that the Four Monarchies were 
not ſet up by God, becauſe they all began by Violence and Uſurpation : It is to ſay, That 
God, as well as men, is confined by Humane Laws, in making Kings: TItisto fay, 
that the Right of Government is not derived from God, without the conſent of the 
People; for if God can't make 2 King without the People, or againſt their conſent de- 
clared by their Laws, the Authority muſt be derived from the People, not from God ; 
or atleaſt if it be God's Authority, yet God can't give it himſelf without the People, nor 
otherwiſe than as they nave dirtacd him by their Laws. 

This is all very abſurd, and what thoſe perſons abhor the thoughts of, who inſiſt ſo 
much upon a Legal Right, that they will own no King, whoaſcends the Throne, with- 
Out it, nor belicye that God places him there wirbout and againſt a Legal Right: _ 

i 
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ir they would examine themſelyes for what. Reaſon they believe that a King who has no 


Right to the Throne, is nor ſet upby God, andinveſted with bis Authority, they will 
find, That it muſt ultimately reſolve i ſclf into the Authority of the People to make 
Kings, which ir isunjuſt for God himſelf to oyer-rule and alter; for a Legal Entail is no= 
thing more than the Authority of the People; anditf the People haye ſuch an uncon- 
troulable Authority in making Kings, 1 doubt they wi:] challenge as much Authorit 
to unmake them too. Itthe fole Authority of Government be from God , _ 
God gives this Authority only by placing a Prince in the Throne, then by whatever 
means he does it, ie is the ſame thing. When ſuch a Prince is ſetled inthe Throne, he 
is God's King and Miniſter, and muſt be Reyerenced and Obeyed by the People who. 
live under bis Government ; thusit muſt be, if all Power be of God. 
But there are ſcyeral ObjeCtions againſt this, which muſt be briefly anſwered. 


1. Itis obje&ed, That this makes a Prince loſe his Right by being notoriouſly injured 3 0bje&, 


for if a proſperous Uſurper gets into the Throne , and ſettles himſelf there , God has 
taken away bis Crown, and giyen it to another ; and therefore he ought not toattempe. 
the recovery of his Throne (nor any other Princeto aſſiſt himin it) which is to oppoſe 
God, and to challenge that which he has no longer any Right to, * 


I anſwer, By no means: The Providence of God remoyes Kings, and ſets up Kings,, Anſwer 


but altersno Legal Rights, nor forbidsthoſe who are diſpoſſcſſed of them, to recoyer 
their Right, when they can, While ſucha Prince isin the Throne, itisa declaration of 
God's Will, that he ſhall Reign for ſome time, longer or ſhorter, as God pleaſes ; and 
that is an obligation to Subjc&s to ſubmit and obey ; for ſubmiſſion is owing only to 
God's Authority ; but that one Prince is at preſent placed in the Throne, and the other 
removed out of it, does not proye, that it is God's Will it ſhould always be fo, and there» 
fore does not diveſt the Giſpoſſeſt Prince of his Legal Right and Claim; nor forbid him 
to endeavour to recoyer his Throne, nor forbid thoſe who are under no obligation tb the 
Prince in poſſeſſion, to aliſt the diſpoileſled Prince to recover his Legal Right: A Legal 
and Succeſſive Rightisthe ordinary way whereby the Providence of God adyances Princes 
toany Hereditary Throne : And this bars all cther bumane Claims; but yet God! may 
give the Throne to another, if he pleaſes ; and this does not deſtroy the Legal Right of 
the diſpoſſeſſed Prince, nor hinder him fromclaimingit, when he finds his opportunity, 

Bur it may perbaps be farther ſaid, 1f the dipoſleſſcd Prince may till have the Legal 


Right and Claimtothe Crown, and he whois poſſe(ſed of the Crown, may have none, 


Is it not very unjuſt in Subjes to pay Allegiance tobim who is poſleſſed of the Throne 
without Right, and to withdraw their Allegiance from him who has the Right ? 1s not 
thisto juſtifie and ſupport Injuſtice and Violence, and to oppreſs oppreſſed Innocence 
and _— : And can the Proyidence of God make that our Duty, which is ſo manifcft. 
ly uvjuſt and wicked? | | TS : 

I anfwer; To'deny any man, much more a Prince, what ishis juſt Right, and which 
1 am bound to give him, is certainly yery unjuſt, and that which the Providence of God 
can neyerjuftifie; but then we muſt conſider, What the. Prince's Rightis 3 and, What 
is the Duty of SubjeAs; and, When SubjeRs may be ſaid to deny their Prince's Right, 

The Right of the Prince is to adminiſter the Goyernment of the Nation ; the Duty of 
SubjeAs is to ſubmit to his Government, and obey his Laws, when he does atually ad- 
miniſter the Government; and thoſe who do not refuſe ro obey him when he governs, 
deny him ro Right that they owe him ; for there is no Duty Subjefts oweto Princes, as 
Subjetts, buttoobey them; and agt to obey, when they don't and can't Goyern, is 
to devy no Right. 7 | TIE 
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Yes, you'l ſay, The poſſeſſion of the Crown, and the aftual Adminiſtration of Go+ 
yernment, is his Right; and it we Qwn any other Governing Power, we deny him 
that Right. 

Ianſw:r, Suppoſe he have a Legal Right to Govern, but can't ; Obedience is not 
his Right ; and therefore 30 pay my OBedience to thoſe who do Gpyein, isno denial of 
his Legal Right; but a due Submiſſion to the Providence of God, who hatha Right 
ſuperiour to all Humane Rights, in the diſpoſal of Crowns and Kingdoms. 

The Duty of Subjects as ſuch, is to obey their Prince, and ſubmit to him whilſt he, 
eovyerns, and isin poſlefiion of the Throne : But then Kings muſt take ſome care alſo 
to preſerve their Crowns by good Government z andif they will run the hazard of their 


. Erowhs, thoſe of their Subjetts are certainly not to be blamed by ſuch a Prince, who did 


nothing to take his Crown from him. | ; 
But ſome it 'may be will ſay, That ſuch Subjefts are bound eyen in ſucha caſe to 
maintain and detend their King in his  hrone. - | 
1 am not fo very ſure of that ; but this Iam ſure of, That whenever People havea 
ood King, it is both their Duty and Intereſt to defend him; and ifthey be not miſled 
by the Cunning and Artifice of ill men, they will certainly do ſo. Bur if they haye a 
very bad one, thatnotoriouſly violatestheir Rights, and breaks the Conſtitution upon 
which himſe tſtands, and ſtrikes at the deareſt things they have, their Religion eſtabliſh= 
ed by Law, anJ their Properties, I doubt the caſe may -be altered ; and though every 
body will not ſpeak it ont, yet moſt may fay in their hearts, Let him go, if he cannot 
defend himſelf, lt is enough in conſcience patiently to bear ſo bad a Prince, but alittle 
too muchto venturetheir Lives and Fortunes to keep him in the Throne to oppreſs them; 
this is againſt Reaſon and Nature, and | know no Law of God which requires it : A Sub= 
jet, an1 a Souldier, to Obey a Prince, and to Fight for him, aretwo things; and ta 
be a SubjeR of any Prince, does not cither by the Laws of God or Man, neceffarily 
m-ke him a Souldier. NEL 4 | | 353 
Bat have we not ſworn to the King, his Heits and Lawful Succefſors, to defend and 
maintain his Perſon, Crown, and Dignity 2 And are we not bound by this Oath ? 
 Janſwer, 1. Igrantitis ſo; but then*we muſt diſtinguiſh ewo parts in this Oath 2 
1. The Natural Duty of Subje&s, which is Faith and true Allegiance, or Obedience and 
Submiſſion to the Government of the King. '2. That Duty and Obligation which is 
ſuperinduced by Law, to'maintain and defend the King's Right to the Crown, and all 
the Dignities and Prerogativesof it, which is now made a part, not of our Natural, 
but Legal AlVegiance. A ag | 
The re-fon ot the thing te'ls us, That this is not an Arbitrary,but real DiſtinAion ; and 
then, tho* our Natural and Legal Allegiance be both included in the fame Oath, they 
are ofa dift-n& Conſideration. os 
Natural Allegiance, or Obedience and SubjeQion to Government, is due to the King, 
conſidered in the atua' A 'miniſtration of Government, and no otherwiſe , becauſcic 
ea") be paid only to the Regnant Prince and it isdue to all Kings, . who are ſetled inthe 
Govyernment ; for it is due to Government,and for that reaſon,to the Prince who governs. 
Legal Allegiance, or Maintenance and Defence, is due only by Law, and thercfore 
can oblige no farther than Humane Lawsdo, which muſt always give way to the Laws 
of God ; and therefore Natural Allegiance (in caſe of a Competition) .vacatesthe Ob. 
liga: ion -f Legal Allegiance and Oaths; as the Laws of God and Nature, muft take 
place ofa'| humane poſitive Laws and Oaths. If then I haye ſworn to maintain and 
dcfend wy King , who has a Legal Right to the Throne , whateycs is meant by this 
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Maintenance and Defence, if he happen to be diſpoſſeſſed of his Throne, and another 
Prince placed there, whom, in Reverence tothe Authority of God, 1am to obey, and 
ſubmirto, without Reſiſtance ; lam abſolyed from my Legal Allegiance to maintain 


- anddeſend my cj<Qed Prince, becauſe I cannot do it without violating that Allegiance, 


which by the Laws of God | owe to the Regnant Prince; for 1 cannot defend the dif- 
poſſcficd Prince, whom I have ſworn to defend, without oppoling and reſiſting the 
Regnant Prince, whom by the Laws of God 1 am bound to obey. 

2. This Legal Allegiance, or Maintenance and Defence, is Sworn only toa King in- 
Poſſeſſion, and ſign. fics no more, than to maintain and defend him in the Poſſeſſion of 
the Throne, as having a Leg] Righttoit: We can legally take this Oath only to a King, 
who isin Pufleſſivn, for it muſt be a{miniſtred by his Authority z and the Obligation of 
Oaths muſt not be extended beycnd the neceſſary Signification of Words; now to maine 
tain and defend the King's Perfon, Crown, and Dignity, and to reſtore him to his Throne 
when heis diſpoſſcſſed, are two very different things; and therefore he, who Swears 
to Maintain and de'end, is not by vertu: of that Oath oblidged to reſtore; whilea 
Prince;ison the Throne, Subjes are in a capacity to defend and preſerve him there 3 and 
therefore may oblidge themſelves toir, and there may be Reaſons why this ſhou'd be 
exadted from them , but in ordinary Caſes, ifthey cannot detend the King in poſſeiſion, 
there is little likelihood they Thould be ableto reſtore him ; and therefore no reaſons 
that SubjeAs ſhould bind themſelves by ſuch an Oath. | 
' Toyenture our Lives and Fortunes to preſerve the Kings Perſon and Government, 
while he isin Pofſellion, is reaſonable enough ; becauſe it is a real Service to ou; King and 
Country; to prevent unjuſt Uſurpations, which overturn the Government, and often 
unſcttle or deſtroy the Laws, and with them the Rights and Libeitics of Subjects, as well 
as the Right of the King : butto Swear todo our outmoſt to reſtore the King, when he 
is diſpoflcfſed, is to Swear never to ſubmit to uſurped Powers, but to take all Opportani- 
ties to overthrow ſuch Governmentsto reſtore eur King, which is concrary to our Duty. 
when God removes one King, and fers up another : which expoſcs our Lives and For« 
tunsto ruin, when we cannot ſerve our King by it z which provokes ſuch new Powers, 
it they be not more merciful, to ſecure themſelyes by rooting out ſuch ſworn Enemies to 
their Government z and then the Conſequence of this Oath, is, That if our King be 
driven out of the Land, we will follow him into Baniſhment, or venture being hanged 
2t home ; that we will diſturb all Governments, and raiſe Rebelliovs, and Civil Wars, 
if wecan# to reſtore our King tho' with the utter Ruin and Deſtrution of the Nation, 
T belicye ſhould all this be expreficd in an Oath, there is no man in his wits would takeit, 
for the ſake ofthe beſt Prince that ever ſway'd a Scepter ; and. how unreaſonable then is 
it,to expound an Oath to ſuch a Senſe,as no Man would have takenitin, had it been exs 
preſſed? However, it appears, that there is ſuch a vaſt difference between maintaining 
end deſending a Regnant Prince, and reſtoring a d.ſpoſſefied Prince, that to reſtore is 
not neceflarily included in maintaining. 

But we Swear not only to the King, but to his Heirs, and Lawful Succeſſors, who 
arenotin Aftual Poſſeſſion; and therefore thatmuſt ſignifie to give them. Poſſeſſion +: 
Right! ifthe King die p:f{cft of the Crown, we Swear to maintain the Succeſſion, and 
to own the true Heir for our King ; but if the King be driven out of Poſſeſſion, and his 
Heirs with him, and another Prince poſſeſſed of the Throne, this Oath can no more 
eblidge us toſet the Baniſhed Heir upon the Throne,than to reftorethe Baniſhed King. 

But by ſwearing to the Heirs, and Legal or Lewful Succeſſors,we Swear not toown.at 
fb mit to#ny Prince; who isnottbe Legal Heir, Thatl deny ; we Swear , iſyou pleaſe, 
ENSD) not 
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not to makeit our AQ, not to ſet up any Prince, wbois not the right Heirz and we 
Swear to Own the right Heir, it he gets P off- ſion; but we do not Swear not to ſub- 
mic to any Prince, who gets into Poſſeſſion, and is ſettled in the Throne without a Legal 
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3. Lobſerveſarther, That "this Maintenance and Defence, which we Swear, of the 


King's Perſon and Crown, is only a Legal Maintenance and Defence ; for the Law will 
not juſtific, much leſs does it command any illegal Defence; and therefore a Legal 
Oath can oblidge us only toa Legal Defence. 

This is true, with refcrence to the Cauſe; for we are not bound to defend the King 
againſt Law, or when he Subvercs the Laws, and Liberties, and the Legal-Eſtabliſhed 
Religion of the Kingdom, by Illegal Methods, A Sovereign Prince muſt not be reſiſted 
by force. nor Muſt he be aſliſted and defended againſt Law ; fortho' the King be unac- 
countable, yet his Miniſters and Ioftruments are not; and no man is bound to ferve or 
defend the King in that, for which by the Law of the Land he may be hanged for a 
Iraytor ; andthis in a limited Monarchy, ſets Bounds to Sovereign Power ; for unleſs 
Subje&s will betray their own Liberties, and venturetobe hanged forit, ſuch a Prince 


cannot hurt them; and the Jate Reyolution teaches us, ( andall Princes ought to take 


warning by.it ) how eaſily a Prince isruined, when he has forfeited the Aﬀettions, and 
the Legal Defence of his Subje&s, by the Exerciſe of an illegal and Arbitrary power g 


and if the Oath of Allegiance does not oblidge SubjcRs to defend a Prince in the Exerciſe - 


ofan Arbitrary power ; Ithink, it much leſs oblidges them to reſtore ſuch a Prince; and 
Arbitrary power with him, 

But that which I mean by a Legal Defence, ( let the Cauſe be what it will ) is ſuch 
a Defence, asthe Law requires all Subjc&s to give their King ; for a Legal Oath can 
require no other Defence than the Law requires. 

Now the only Legal Defence, wherein all Subjects are concern'd, is either the Militia, 
or the Poſſe Comitatws, which are inthe power of the Regnant Prince,and cannot defend a 
Prince who is out of Poſſeſſion ; and therefore, if this Oath means only a Legal Defence, 
it muſt be confined tothe King while heisin Poſſeſſion, and bas thepower of the King» 
dom infhishands; for I cannot defend a Diſpaſſeſled Prince by ſervingin the Militia, or 
Poſſe Comitatus, which is alwayes in the power of the Kegnant Prince, 

But a Prince May raiſe an Army tor his Defence, -belidesthe Militia of the Country; 
and this he may do, when he is out of Poſſeſſion, and Loyal-SubjeRs ought cheartully 
to ſeryc him init. ; | 

Now here isa great queſtion, which I am not Lawyer enough to decide; Whether a 
Commiſſion granted by a King out of Poſſeſſion. be a Legal Commiſſion ; but be that 
how it will, 1 am ſure, there is no Law that requires all SubjeAts to receive Commil. 
ſionsfrom the King, tho'* he bein poſſeſſion of the Government, nor to liſt themſelves 
Souldiers in his Army z and therefore this is no part of that Legal, Defence;which we 
Swear, All that Legal Defence which we ſwear tothe King, can be paid onlytothe King 
in Poſſ.flion, and what we have not Sworn, weare 'not bound. to by the Oath of 
Allegiance, which is the only thing we are now enquiring after, This the whole Na- 

cion, both prince and people have, ſufficiently acknowledged, by making and receiy- 
ing Addrefſes of Lives and Fortunes, which is ſuppoſed to ſignific ſome other Defen 
thanthe Oath of Allegiance oblidged them to ; and therefore, were not of the mind « 
thoſe Men, who think their Sworn Allegiance binds them to reſtore the King, when Dife 
golſciled ot his Throne, atthe expence of their Liyes and Fortunds, iS 
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due to Sovereign Powers, &c. 


4. Itis worth conſideringalio, That the Oath of Allegianceis a: National Oathi, and 
therefore the defence or maintenance we ſmear, is:Nationa}, thar is,. to join with our 
Fellow-ſubjefs in defending the Kings perſon and Crown : For ſingle Subjects cannot 
do this by themſelves, and the way to oblige them all, isto impoſea National Oath to 
be taken by all Subjes. 

Now ſuch Oaths obligeevery particulare Man to do no injury to the Kings Perſon or 
Crown, nottoenter into Plots and Confſpiracies againſt him; and as for aftua] defence, 
chearlully to venture his Life and Fortunes with his-Fellow- Subjects to preſerye the King. 
But in caſe the great Body of the Nation abſolye themſelves from theſe Oaths, and dew 
poſe their King, and drive him out of bis:Kingdom, and ſet up another Prince in his 
room, it is worth conſidering, Whether ſome private men, it may be but a little hand- 
ful, are ſtill bound by their Oath, to make ſome weak and dangerous attempts, and to 
fight tor their King againſt their Countrey ; certainly this was not the intention of the 
Oath, for it isa Natienal, not a private Defence, we ſwear; and therefore a general 
revolt ofa Nation, though it ſhould be wicked and unjuſtifiable, yet it ſeems to excuſe. 
thoſe, who had neither hand nor heart in it, from their ſworn defence of the King's 
Perſon, and Crown,. and to make their compliance with the National Government itt- 
nocent and neceſſary. For an Oath to fight tor the King, does not oblige us to fight a- 
gainſt our Country, which is as unnatural, as to fight againſt our King. The ſum is 
this; God, when he ces fit, can remove Kings, or ſet up Kings, without any regard to 
humane Right, as being the Sovereign Lord of the World, who rules inthe Kingdoms 
of Men, andgiyeth them to whomſpever he will: but SubjeAs in ſetting up, or re- 
moving Kings, muſt have regard to Legal Right ; and ifthey pull down a rightful King, 
and ſet upa King without Right, (unleſs the Conſtitution of the Government in ſome 
Caſes ſhould allow it) greatly ſin init, eſpecially when they bave ſworn the defence cf 


2H 


the Legal Right, and Legal Succeſſion : but the. Duty and Allegiance of SubjcAs does | 


not imMmediatly reſpe&t Right, but the atual adminiſtration of Government; when | 


there is a ſettled Government ina Nation : for that is God's Authority, which muſt be | 


obeyed : no man wuſt ſwear away this, no more than any other part of bis Duty ; and |; 


no man doth ſwear away this by the Oath of Allegiance, as { have already ſhewn, 


But it will be farther objeted, That if this Dofrine do not take away the Legal objeBt; 


Right, yetit makes it impoſſible for ſuch an injur'dPrince to recover his Right, when all 
his Subjefs bayeſworn_ Allegiance: to,a.new Prince, and therefore can no longer aſſiſt 
him. | 

I anſwer ;. This may be called a difficulty in Providence, if you pleaſe, but it isno 
difficulty to the SubjeR, if he purſue his-Duty init, unleſsa paſſionate affeQion for the 
diſpoſleſſed Prince make it adifficulty : but ſuch a misfortune as this, can rarely happen 
toa beloved Prince ; and when Subjefts are overpowered by force, and can neither de- 
fend themſelves, nor their Prince, there is no-remcdy left but to yield to neceſſity, and: 
lJeaveevery thing elſe tothe Divine Providence. 

The Divine Providence has ways and methods. of removing Kings, and ſetting up 
Kings, which we are notaware of, nor concerned toknuw, becauſe itis no part of our 
duty : No man could baye foreſeen, bow Ch. 11. ſhould have returned, who had a 
powerful Army againſt him ; or Ja.1I, be driven out of his Kingdom, at the Head of a 
powerful Army, without ſhedding of blood. All.the Plots and Confpiracies of the 
Loyal party were vain, and had no other effe, butto bring ſome worthy and gallant 
Men to an unbappy end ; but what they could not do, God did without them 3 and all 
luch Caſcs we muſt leaye to God, | Re ES : 

| bs 


Anſwer. ' 
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Anſwer, 


8jeſt, 
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Butdoes not this encourage daring and ambitious Spirits to graſp at Crowns. and itt« 
yade their Neighbours, when they know that Succeſs gives them Sovercign Authority» 
and obliges Subjects, notwithſtanding all former Oatbs, to pay all Duty and Allegiance 
toth:m ? 

Ambitious and daring Spirits need no other encouragement but Power to grafp at 
Crowns; andif they have this, they value no More: promiſe them but Succeſs, and 
they will try, whether Sutjetts will obey or not. 1dareſay, ſuch men never took it in- 
to conſideration, whether Subjets would think themſelves bound in Conſcience to obey 
tyem, incaſe they prevailed ; they ſeidom trouble themſelves about Conſcience, but 
truit to thr Arguinents to ſecure their Thrones, when they bave once gotren them<« 
And iifthey takethis Doftrine all together, as they muſt do, if they encourage their 
Ambition, by Reaſon and Rrincivles, it willgive no encouragement to Ambitious Spi- 
rits without a great doſe of Enthyſtaſm: For if the Kingdoms of the World be dilpoſed 
by Gd, andno Artor Power cn place any Prince on the Throne, but by God's appoint- 
menr,unicfs they can flatter themſelves, that God has ordain'dthemto be Kings, it will 
check all their ambitious Attempts, which God can ſo eaſily defeat. 

But if this DoQrine ſhould prove inconvenient to Princes, and dangerous to their 
Thrones; [ am ſurethe contrary Dodrine is much more dangerous to SubjeAs, when 
any (ach Revolution happens; for it ſacrifices them to the rage and fury of Conquering 
and Reigning Princes, when they are obliged by Principles of Conſcience to oppoſe and 
diſown their Guyernment, which itis folly to think any Prince will endure; and though 
I have asgreat a reverence f:r Princes as any man, Ido not think the Right and Intereſt 
of any Prince ſo conſiderable, as the Safety and Preſeryation of a Nation, and the Lives 
and Fortunes of ali his Subjects. | 

Ina word, The Objc@ors do not think it a ſufficient Confutation of the DoArine of 
Non-rcſiſtance, and Paſſive Obedience, to ſay, That this puts it into the King's power, 
to invaſcthe Laws and Liberties, the Lives and Fortunes, of his Subjects at pleaſure ; 
and yet there is more danger of this fron an Ambitious and Arbitrary Prince, than there 
is, thitthe DuCtrine of Obedience and Submiſſion to the Governthg Powers, ſhould 
encourage Ambitious Spirits to invade their Neighbours Thrones ; the Divine Provie 
dence takes care of all ſuch extraordinary Caſes, and there we muſt leave them. 

But have not Pyrates and Robbers as good a Titleto my Purſe, as an Uſurper has to 
the Crown, which he feizes by as manifeſt force and violence * Does not the Providence 
of God order and diſpoſe a'l theſe events ? And are we not bound then as much to ſub- 
mit to Pyrats, as to Uſurpers ? 

The diſpure is not about humane and legal Right in either Caſe, but about Authority, 
which is the only reaſon of a conſcientious ſubjetion ; now no Man pretends, that 
Thieves and Pyrates have God's Authority, to which we muſt ſubmit ; but the Scripture 
expreſly tells us, That Kingdoms are diſpoſed by God z Thatall Power is of God ; and 
therefore when any Prince, by what unjuſt means ſoever, with reſpe& to Men, is placed 
in the Throne, and ſetled there, He is advanced by God, is God's Ordinance, God's 
Miniſter, and muſt be obeyed for Conſcience ſake : And therefore the outrages of Thieves 
and Pyratsare very impertinently alledged in this Cauſe. They have force and violence, 
which every Man muſt ſubmit to, when-be cannot help it ;' but Sovereign Power is 

. God's Authority, though Princes may be adyanced to it by no honeſter means, than 
Thicves take a Purſe, or break open my Houſe, and take my Money, or Goods, The 
beginnings of the four Monarchies were no better, and yettheir Power was God's, 

Gur did not Jehojadg the Highepricſt angint Joaſb the King's Son, and ag" _ 

thalia 


Due to Sovereigu Powers, &c. 
Mthaliah, who had uſurped the Throne for ſix years? And did he think then, thatan 2 


Uſurper's pefſefſion of the Throne, required the Allegiance and Fidelity and Obedience ** 


of the Subje&? 
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1. Allthis Story amountsto, is no More than this, That when the Legal and Right- 4nſw. 


ſul Heir is actually pullifled of bis Throne, Subj-&s may return to their Allegiance, and 
by the Auihority of their King proſecute the Uſurper ; for Joaſb was firſt anointed and 
proclaimed, before any one ſtirred a finger againſt 4:baliah: Now this is a rery diffe= 
rent Caſe from raiſing Rebcllions againſt a Prince, who is. in the poſicflion ofthe Throne, 
to\ reſtore an cjetcd Vrince. | | : 

2. Butthis wasa peculiar Caſe; for God himſelf had entailed the Kingdom of Judah 
on the poſterity of David, and therefore nothing could juſtify their ſubmiſiion ro an 
Uſurper, when the King's Son was found, to whom the Kingdom did belong by a Di- 
vine entail; and by this, Jehojads juſtifies what he did, Behold, the King's Son ſhall 


yeign, 4s the Lord hath ſaid of the Sonsof David... Now. when God has entailed the Crown V: 3s 


by an expreſs declarationot his Will, and nomihationof the Perſon, or Family , that . 


ſhall Reign (asit was inthe Kingdom of Judah) Subjetts are bound to adhere to their 
Prince of God's chuſing, when he is known, and to perſecute all Uſurpers to the utmoſt, 
and never ſubmit to their Government ; but in other Kingdoms , where God makes 
Kings, and entailsthe Crown, not by expreſs nomination, but by his Providence, the 
placing a Prince inthe Throne, and ſetling him there in the full adminiftretion of the Go= 
yernment, is a reaſon to ſr:bmit to him, as to Gad's Ordinance and Miniſter, 

But it.is farther urged., Thar according to theſe Principles, all Kings are {et up by 


God, and yet God expreſly charges Iſrael with making Kings without him, Hoſea 8. 4. 9%)*®> 


They have ſet up Kings, but not by me; they have made Princes, and 1 knew it not. 


' Now 1. This is not true asto all'the Kings of 1ſrael. after their ſeparation trom the Anſw, 


Tribe of Judah; for ſome of the Kings were ſet up by God's own appointment and no. 
mination, as Jeroboam and Jehy and their poſterity : So that this can be true only of 
thoſe Xings, who Reigned over Iſrael between the Poſterity of Jeroboam and Jehu, and 
atter the Kingdom was taken from the Line of Jehu. - 


2, One of theſe Kings was Baaſhah, whoſlew Nadab the Son of Jeroboam, and made x Kings, 
bimſelt King without God's expreſs nomination and appointment, and yet God tclls 75: 27) 


him, 1 exalted thee out of the duſt, and made thee Prince over my People ljrael. And all '© 


the other Kings, who were not nominated by God, nor anointed by any Prophet, no 
more than Baaſha was, were yet (ct up by God ashe was 

3. Thetrue Anſwer then is this : 1ſrael was originally a Theocracy, as well as Judah; 
and though God allowed them at their requeſt to have Kings, yethe reſerves the ap - 
pointment of them to himſelf ; and therefore, asin the Kingdom of Judah, he entailed 
the Crown on David's Poſterity, ſo he appointed Jeroboam to be the firſt King ia 1/rael, 
and they ought, when that Line was cut off, to bave conſulted God, and received his 
Nomination, by his Prophets, ofa new King; but inſtead of that, when TJeroboam's 
Line, and Jehu's, were cut off, who were the only Kings named by God and anointed 
by his Prophets, they ſubmitted to any, who could ſet themſelves over them : This was 
a great fault ina People who were under the immediate Government of God ; for here- 
by they fell out of the ſtate of Theocracy, into the common condition of the reſt of the 
World, where Kings are ſet up by the providence of God, as Baa/ba was, but not by 
bis appointment and nomination; which was the priviledge of 1ſrae}, but which it 
ſeems they deſpiſed and neglefted, as no priviledge or favour ; as great a Crime, as for 
E ſas to contemn his Birth-right 3 and therefore are yery juſtly reproyed for it by God ; 
anc 
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Rom. 13. 


The Caſe of the Allegiance 
and charged with it asa great Crime, it being in effec, 
tive, of being God's peculiar People. 

__ To juſtify this Dottrine of Obedience and Allegiance to the preſent Powers, there 
isan Argyment, which | know ſome Men will not like, but muſt be a good Argument 
to thoſe, who molt ſcruple the new Oath ; viz. That it is founded on the fame Prin- 
ciple with the Dottrine of Non-reſiſtance and Paſſive. Obedjence, and therefore both muſt 
be true, or both falſe; forit is founded on this Principle, That God makes Kings, and 
inveſts them with his Authority ; which equally proves, That all Kings, who have re- 
ceived a Sovereign Authority from God, and are in the equal Adminiſtration of it ( which 


a renouncing their preroga< 


isthe only evidence we have that.they haye.reccived it from God.) muſt be obeyed, and - 


Muſt not be reſiſted. Set aſide this principle, That all Soveraign Princes receivetheir 
Authority from God, and [ grantthat Non-reſiftance is nonſenſe; for there is no other 
irreſiſtible Authority, but that of God, If God have givena Sovereign Authority to 
them, they are immediately his Miniſters, and-unaccountableto their Sabjesz but if 
they receive their Authority from Men, and human Laws, I cannot imagine, that their 
Power is any more than a Truſt, of which they muſt givean account to thoſe who have 
entruſted them with it, according to thoſe Laws, by which they were entruſted to exer- 
ciſe that Power ; for whether there be any expreſs. proviſion madein the Law to call 
them toan account or n2t, the nature of- the thing proves, that if they receive their 
Power from Men, they are accountable to them ; tor thoſe who give Power, may take 
an account of the uſe and abuſe of it, | 

I am ſure St Paul, who moſt expreſly teaches this. DoArine of- Non-reſiſtance, joyn 
theſe two together, Obedience to the preſent Powers, and Non-reſiſtance, and deduces 
them both from the ſame Principle, That all Power is of God ; Let every ſoul be ſubjeR 
20 the higher Powers, for ail Power is of God; thePowers that be, are ordained of God z 
he therefore that reſiſteth che Power, reſiſteth the ordinance of God,and they that reſiſt, ſhall 
yeceive to themſelves Damnation, 

And Bp. Overal's Convocation Book, which is lately publiſhed, the principal deſign 
of which is to aſſert the irreſiſtible Authority of Sovereign Princes, does as plainly aſſert 
this too, That all ſet]ed Goyernments; whatever their beginnings were, have Gods Au- 


* thority, and muſt be obyed; of which, more above : For thoſe wiſe Men, who fate in 


that Convocation, plainly ſaw the neceſſary connexion between Non-reſiſtance, and 
Obedience, to the preſent Powers; both which were equally reſolvedinto the Authority 
of God, in removing Kings, and ſetting up Kings. Sothat Obedience-and Allegiance 
to the preſent Powers, when they are once well ſetled among us, isſo far from being a 
renouncing of the DoQrine of Non-reſiſtance and Paſſiye-obedience, that thoſe who re« 
fuſe to comply, muſt renounce the only Principle whereon that Dadtrine is reaſonably: 
founded, and conſequentially renounce the DoQrine it ſelf. 

4thly, Toſay, That when the Divine providence has removed one King, and ſet up 
another, we muſt not own this new Prince, nor pay the Duty of SubjeQs to him, if be 
have no Legal Right, isto deny God's Authority to remove Kings, orto ſet. up Kings 
againſt Human Law ; for he cannot make a King, it he cannot oblige: us to obey him , 
nor can he removea King, ifhe cannot diſcharge us from our Allegiance to him; and 
thoſe are bold Men who will venture to ſay, in plain contradi&ion :to Scripture, that 
God cannot remove or ſet up Kings, 

$thly. Nay this limits the providence of God, , in governing Kings, and proteting In- 
nocer.t and Injured Subje&s: We ſay, the puniſhment of Sovereign Princes, who are 
unaccountable to their Subjects, is peculiar to God, who is the King of Kings3 _ 


. 
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thus wean{wer the ObjeAionsagainſt Non-Reſiſtance, That if Princes abuſe their power 
God will puniſh them forit, and deliver their oppreſſed Subjefsz but it ſeems God has 
no way to do this, but either to turntheirhearts, orto take them out of the World, for 
he cannot remove them from the Throne ; or if he does, the Subjects are never the better 
forit; forthey muſt not own any other Prince, though he would be never ſo kind to 
them ; but muſt bring new calamitics upon themſclyes by an obſtinate w—_— tothelr 
old Prince, and provoking the new one: This ſeems very hard, that when God has 
actually delivered us, we muſt retuſe our deliverance; that we will not allow God to deli- 
yer us, unleſs he do it by Law; as it God were as much confined to human Laws, as Mcn 
are: It is enough, methinks, it we ſuffer patiently, without violating the Laws to deliver cur 
ſcives; bur let God who is above all human Laws, deliver us what way he plcaſe. 

ethly, That which is ſtill more conſiderable, is the neceſſity of Government to pre- 
leryc human Societies; for human Societies muſt not difſolye into a Mob, or Mr. Hobb's 
ſtare of Nature, becauſe the Legal Prince has loſt his T hrone, and can no longer govern. Quicgwid 

Biſhop Saxderſos tells us, T hat the end of Civil Government, and of that Obedience \,_”" Tag - 
whichis due toit, is the Safety and Tranquility of Human Societies; and therefore ,;,” +... 
whatever is neceſlary and uſcful tothisend, becomes cur Duty ; tor the End preſcribes /um ef, #6 
the Means. | renus fieri 
oportet, in quantum «1 fini conſequends neceſſariunm vel utile videbitur, Civilis autem regiminis, ejazque 94 ipfi dee 
bita eff obedience, finis eft, bumane Societatis ſalm & trarquillitas De Oblig. Conſc. Irzl. 5. SeQ,19- 
 Andtherefore this Great Man, and the moſt Zealous Loyalifis, do: own it Law tul for 
Subjeftsto pay ſome kind of Submiſſion, and Compliance, to Uſurped Powers. Let 

us then examinie what it isthey allow, and whetherit anſwers the great End, which gives 
' Law in al! theſe Caſes, The ſafety and tranquility of Human Societies. 

They grant then, that we may obey the Laws of ſuch a Prince, who has no Right 1bid. Se. 
or Authority to make them, if they contain nothing whichis ſinful ( which is an excep- 35 37+ £5: 
tion againſt all Laws, whatever Prince makesthem ) and may defend our Countrey P 
againſt a Forrcign Enemy, may adminiſter. Juſtice to reward the good, and puniſh the - 
wicked, and preſerye the Trade and Commerce of the Nation « Buttherf'we muſt | 

' haye norepardto the Authority of the Prince, nor ofhis Laws; for he has n& Au:hority | 

© and his Laws do not oblige the Conſcience 5 but we-may thus far comply to preſerve our 
ſelves, our Lives, and Fortunes, and Eſtates, and for the good of the Community, and 
out of gratitude to the ROgmnR Prince for hisproteftion, and the many Bleſſings they 
enjoy under his Government ; though alate Writer thinks this gratitudea little too much, 
and not owingto an Uſurper, which ſcems ſtrange ; forl will thank any man, and 
make greatiu] Returns too of hiskindneſs, whohas power ( whatever bis Authority be) 
to do me bart, and does me none, but a great deal ofgood. lam ſorry, Loyalty, which 
is a very great Vertuez ſhould put men out of conceit with any kind or inſtances of Grati- 

_ tude ; which Ithink is nora leſs Vertue than that. But tho' I greatly reverence the pro= 
found Judgement of Biſhop Sanderſon, 1 cannot be of his mindinthis point ; it the Safe» \ 
ty and Tranquility of Human Societies requiresany thing of us, it both requires and juſti= 
fies a great deal more. | 

For 1, Ashe ſtates the matter, this deftroyes Civil Government, and a goyerned So- 

. Ciety, for hereis neither King, nor SubjeR. no Authority co Command, nor Duty ta 

Obey; and! ſuppoſe na Man, .who confidersit well, will call this a Civil Govern- 

. ment, ora Civil Socicty, to which Authority and Obedience is Eiſcntial ; He would 
have a Civil Society preſerved, thisisthe fundamental Law of all z but he will allow no 

Authority to ſupportit, which is as rain deſign, asto iclolveio maiatain the” m__ 

ruerure 
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The Cafe of the eAlletiante 
ftrufture, but totake away the Foundatipn., . The Prince governsby force withoit Al 
thocity ; the Subjett obeyes for tear or gratitude, withoura ſenſe of Duty, -which mz 
laſt as long asthe Prince has power, or the Su bjeRsare in good Humour,' and rio fond. 
er, and this is aſure bottom, for the Safety and Ttanquility of Human Societies ? It 
Human Socicties muſt be prefcrvcd, then the neceſſities of Government give Authority 
to the Prince, ani lay an O-ligation of Duty.@n the Subjc& ; if God will preſerve Hu. 
man Societies, we maſt conclude, that when-.he removes one King out of the Throne, 
be gives his Authority to him whom he. places there; for without Authority, Human 
Societies muſt disband ; Power may tye them together a while, but can never unite them 
into a Civil Body, without the Bands and Ligaments of Duty and Conſcienee. blu 
2, Forl would ask, Whether the care of my own preſervation, and the publick Duty, 
and Gratitude to the Goyernment for my ProteRtion, do oblige mein Conſcience to 
obey and ſubmit to the Government, and the Prince who.Goyerns, and to' wiſh and 
pray for,” and do my utmoſt to enfeayour their Proſperity ? If it does, Lſce ho difference 
between this and' Allegiance ; and what I am bound .in Conſcience to do, | may ſwear to 
do; Ifitdoes not, then iam at Liberty to diſturb the: Government, | notwithſtandirie - 
all my gratitude, when I can; nay, am under Obligation by my. Allegiance to the Dil- 
poſlcſſed Prince, todo it when I can ; and how docs this contribute to the 'Saftty and 
Tranquility of Haman Societies ? 


3. Suppoſethen the Government does not think its (elfſafe, to leave all Men at Liber. 
ty to diſturb it when they pieaſe,: and when they. have a promiſing opportunity todo it, 
but ſhould require -an Qath of Fidelity front them, which,” we'ſce, is the, uniyetfal 
praQtice of all Governments z what ſhall SubjeRs-do intthis Caſe 2. PI 

According to theſe Principles, no Subje& -when his Riphtful Prince, to whom he 
owed, orto'whom he had (worn Allegiance ( which the Biſhop makes the ſame Caſe ) 
is diſpoſleſſc1, ought to ſwear. Fidelity and Allegianeeto any other Prince ; and now, 
then let us ſuppoſe, that they all/did their Duty, and refuſcd this Oath, and the Prince 
bad power enough to compel them; - what muſt be the effect of this, but the utter Ruin 
and Deſtruction ofzhe Nation ?: The Land, indeed, would remain as it was, and where 
it was, for that can't be removed;. butthe People of irmuſt either be deftroyed, of im- 
priſoned, or traniplanted:into ſame ForreignConntries, as was formerly praftiſed in the 
Eaſtern Conqueſts, witneſs the T2n Tribes, who were carried away Captive, and the 
Countrey new Pcopled, and is not this a Diflolution of Human Society? And itthe pre. 
ſervation of Human Society, be the great ultimate end of Government, and willjaltity 

what it makes neceflary, nothing can be a Duty, which if uviyerſally/obſeryed , mu 

unavoidably in all ſuch Reyolutions of Government, deſtroy Human Societies. _ 

| Fortoſay, Thatitcan neverbe ſuppoſed, that all, or the greateſt part of any King- 

dom in ſuch Reyolutions will adhere to their Duty; ' arid obftinately refuſe to ſwear Alle= 
giance toa new Prince, and that is ſufficient to preſerye the Nation, tho' ſome few con- 
ſcientious people ſuffer by it, does not alter the Cafe ; forſtilt, according to theſe Prin- 
ciples, Humane Societiesio ſuch Revolutions cannot be preferved without Sin; forif 
all men did their Duty, they muſt all bedeſtroyed : Now I believe'it, will he hard to per- 
ſwade any conſidering Men,that, thatwhich'in ſuch Caſes 'is neceſſary to preſerve a Na» 
tion,isa Sin; and that which will infallibly deſtroy it,” isa Duty and Vertae ;if we allaw 
the ſafety and preferyation of Humane Societes, to be the" great Law ofall..' _. 

4. I obſerve farther, that as cautiousas the Biſhop is,” That we ſhould pay Obedience 

eo Uſurped Powers, without owning their Authority ; yet he is forced to, allow us to.do 


&c<þ thipgs fpr tbc publick Good, ascangot þe done without owning the Au thorjty Fo 


IM. 
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the Defenecof our Tountty-a gainſt a Forreign/Enerhyzandthe Adminiſtration bf publick 
Juſtice ; 'for this fnuſt be Jone by Commiſſion from the King,! and, 1 ſuppole,. to take 
a Cetniniſlion from him; owns his Authority, -and 6wns irrobe.a good Authority ; far 
if they hang any Man either by Military Diſcipline;! or Givil' Juſtice, and bave not good 
Authority tor it, they are Murderers. The truth is, to exerciſe all the Ats of Civil Go= 
'yerhMent, whichare neceſſary for the Community, without owning the Authority of 
"the Prince, ' in whoſe Name, - and by whoſe Authority alt is tranſacted, is a Riddle to me; 
-if we muſt notown the Authority of the Prince, we muſt do nothing, by bis Authority: 
' andthen Civil Gdvernment in ſuch Caſes muſt ceaſe, and Humane Societies diſloive,. So 
"that the preſerveripn'of Humane Societies does of neceſſityforce usto ownthe Authori- 
'ty; even off U ſuyped Powers; 'atid if the preſcrvation' of Humatie Societies be the end of 
-Civil Government, and thefeaſon of that Obedience-which we owe: ro Government, as 
the Be/hopaſſetts; then when-an obſtinate Allegiance tothe Diſpoſſcfied Prince muſt 
* difſolve'CivilGoyernment, the reaſon of that Allegiance ceaſes ;. and therefore tbat Al- 
| legiance muſt bearanend ; and when Allegiance to Uſurped Powers, is fxceſlary tothe 
tpretirvation of the Society, ' it thuſt become aDiity, 1; IS 
, 5+ The Biſhopreſolves all thisinto the preſumed Confent of the cjeQed Prince, that 
+ his Subjets ſhould rather conſule their ownfatety by a modeſt compliance with tha pre- 
"fent' Powers, than bring certain 'Ruin upon themſelves by an uriſeaionable Oppoſttion : 
Now tho' I confeſs, 1:Jay no ſtr:(supon a preſumed Conſent ; yet it we. will -preſume, 
- weſhould preſume al} that is reaſonable, that is, all that is neccfſary for thi preſervation 
* of his Subjets, when hecan govern they, and'prote& thein no longer ; and then we 
may preſume his Conſenrto Oaths of Allegiance: and Fidelity, 'when'this is neceffary to 
' their preſervation ; and 1:canwery eafily preſume, that Princes think thisa leſs-fiulr, than 
' {ome Subje&s do z/ they know what they themſelves expeR from SubjeQs, where they 
- have Power,: whatever their Right be, and rhereforecannot complain of their Subjects, 
if they pay it to another Prince, in whoſe Power they are; this is the praftice of the 
- whole World, and Princes know'it-;/ and may as reaſonably be preſumed toallow 'it, as 
any other At of Obedience and Subjeion”-to Uſurped Powers. : And the? 1 will: ngt 
' meddle with that Queſtion,” Whether s King's leaving his Kingdom ina great Fright, 
without any one to Govern and Prote&* his*Sabjeas, beto all intents; and purpoſes an 
' Abdication of-the Government? Yetone may reaſonably.prcſume,that a Kivg who for. 
* fakes his ks to conſult his own Safety, will give his SubjcAs leave ta conſult theirs; 
if chis wiljuſtify a King to ſave bimſelf:by leaving his govs tet why will it not juſtify 
"'Subje&s, wheritheir King has'lefe them , to fubmir and, camply with the prevailing 
' Powers, 3$far'us isneceſſary tGpreſerrethemſelves 7 That is;'e&ven by Oaths of Alle- 
' gjatice; if that be heceſſary +: Self preſervation isas miuch a Law to. Subjefs, 'as to the 
| Frintes -and heis'ns much/tworn ro -Govert andProte&t. bis SubjeRs, . as they are to 
' Obey and DBeferdlilm ;- and if cheihereflities of: Sclf=preſervatidn:abſblve him from his 
Qath of governing and proteQing his People; Idefire to know, why the ſame nece(li- 
ty wiſſ not abſolye SubjeRs from their Oaths to their Prince ? ProteRtion and Allegiance 
' are not fo teciprocal,. asto bethe neceffary Conditions of excd: other ; thatif a Prince 
| violate his Oath of Governing by Lawyand inſtead of Proteing does Opprels bis Sub- 
jc&s, Sybjects are then freed from their Oath of Allegiance. and may take Arms agaioſt 
* their Prince 5-for tho Protettion and-Detence'ate the 'Dutics: of Relatives, op Prince 
' and his Subjefs z" yer they, are not neceffarily ſach. Relative Duties;: 2s that neither: of 
- them can be performed unleſs both be,” ''A Prince may governby>Laws; andprote® his 
-SubjcQs ; ' andatt in fy@they deny their Allegiauce-to-bim 3+ and Subjects may pay __ 
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Allegiance to their Prince when be Oppreſſes them ; theſe Duties 'may be diftinAly and 
ſeparately obſerved, and therefore do not: in their own Nature, either infer or deftroy 
each other. But Goyernmem and Allegiance are ſuch Relatives, as do mutuo ſe ponere 674 
zollere ; the one cannot ſubſiſt without the other : if the Prince can't Govern, the Sub» 
je can't Obey; and therefore, as far as be quits his Government, he quits their Allegi- 
ance, and lcayeshis Subjects as he does his Crown, to be poſleſied by another, and muſt 
recover them both together. He may have a Legal Right to both, but he cannot atys 
ally have the Subjcs Allegiance without the Crown 3 nor can Subjefts pay bim their Al. 


 legiance,. without his being reſtored to the Poſſeſſion of his Throne, no more than they 


can obey, when he can't command ;z or ſubmit, when he has no Power toporern? or 
detend his Perſon and Crown, when he bas withdrawn his Perſon, and left bis Crown. 
This is as certain as any propoſition in Logick; and to extend Allegiance beyond the - 
Atual Adminiſtration of Goyerameut, isto preſerve a Relative without its Correlate 
for when one of the Relatives is loft, the Relation is deſtroyed, and nothing but the Me. 


- Mory of it left. 


6thly, Theſe Principles anſwer allthe ends of Government, both for the feeurity of 
the Piince and Subjetts, and that is a good Argument to believe them true. 

APrince whois in Poſſeſſion, is ſecured in Poſſeſſion by them, (as far as any Principles 
canfecurehim) againſt all Attempts of his SubjcAs, who muſt reverence Gods Authas 
rity in him ; and ſubmit to him without Reſiſtance, though they areil] uſed. 

They will not indeed fervethe Revolutions of Government, to removyeone King, and 
ſet up another, andif they would, Princes might be jealous of them ; for whatever - 
Service they might do them at one turn, they might do thers as great Diflervice at ano. 
ther : The Revolutions of Government are not the SubjeQs Duty,but Gods Prerogatiye z 
and. therefore it-is not likely that he has preſcribed any certain Rules or Methodsfor the 
overturningand changing Government, which he keeps in his own hands, and which 
when he ſecs fitto doit, he never wants ways and means of doing. $- 

Bur when any Prince is ſetled in the Throne, by-what means ſoeyerit be, theſe Prin. 
ciples put anend to all diſputes of Rightand Title, and bind his Subje&ts to him by Duty 


. and Conlcience, and areverence of God's Authority ; which is the faſteſt hold he can 
- poſlibly have of them ; for thoſe whom Religion will net bind, nothing but Force can, 


And therefore theſe are the only Principles which in ſuch, Revolutions can make Go. 
vernment eaſie both to Prince and People ; anc if Government.mut be preſerved in all 
Revolutions, theſe are the beſt Principles which are moſt for the caſe and ſafety of it. 

But on the other hand, ſuch an immoveable and unakerable Allegiance, as is. thought 


 driconly toa Legal Right and Title, and wult, be .paid to. none, bytto a Legal and 


Rightful Prince, ' ſerves no ends of Government at all; , but averturns all Government, 
when ſuch a Prince is diſpoſſciſed of his Throne, bow: Jong ſoeyer he continne diſpoſſel- 
_ : and what Jong Inter-regnums may this occaſion, tothe diſſolution: of Humgn 

ocieties ? : wy 
If you ſay that this is the beſt principle to prevent all Revolutions of Government, when 


' itis known, that SubjeQts are bound in Conſcience not to ſubmit to any legal and Uſurp- 


0" and thisis yery much for the peace and ſecurity of HumaneSecieties ;. 

anſwer. | Ab ooettt - EN 
1,- If this principle would prevent all RevolutionsofGovernment, it is a demonſica- 
tionapainſt it, that it is a bad Principle, a meer Human Inyention, which cannot come 
from God. For lince God has reſerved to himſclt his Soverei prevegwings removivg 
Kings, aud fexting vp Kings z ſince thisis ſometimes for peckeryation of 
| FP the 
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the Church, andthe deliverance of the Good from Oppreſſion and Tyranny, and for th: juſt 
Puniſhment either of King or People ; it is impoſſible that he ſhould give any ſuch Lawsto 
mankind, as ſhall debar him from the e xerciſc of this Prerogative, in what way he pleaſes; 
yet it is certain God cannot make Kings, if he cannot oblige Subjcfts to obey them 3 and that 
he cannot do, it they muſt obey and ſubmit only to Legal Kings. 

2. Itis evident, Thatthis Principle was ether unknown tothe Wor'd before, (and that 
is aff argument that it is not the natural ſenſe of mankind) orelſe, * bat this Principle can- 
not prevent the Reyolutions of Government ; for there have been ſuch Reyojutious 1n all 
Ages, and I believe will be tothe end of the World {' : 

3. Sincethen ſuch Revolutions will happen, ſuch. Principles as muſt diſlolve Humane 
Societies, when ſuch Revolutions happen, or expoſe the moſt innocent and cunſcienticus 
men to the greateſt Sufferings, without ſerving any good end by them, cannot be true 3 
for the end of Government is the Preſervation of Humane Sccietics, and theretore that can 
be no good Principle of Goyernment, which in any turn of affairs, if purſued, muſt dif- 
ſolve Humane Societies. - ; 

Nor can that be a truc Principle, which at any time obliges honeſt men to loſe their 
Lives, their Eſtates, their Liberties, in 6ppoſition to the Government of the Nation where=- 
in they live, when they may preſerve them all by Obedience and Submiſſion to the Goyern- 
ment: Iam ſure the Scripture teaches us to ſuffer patiently in Obedience to Government, 
but not to ſuffer in Oppoſition to it : And when the very reaſon of our Obedience to Go= 
yernment, is for the preſervation of Humane Societies, and that we our ſclyes may enjoy 
the Bleſſings of Government, it ſeems very ſtrange to extend this Duty to the overthrow of 
Humane Societies, and ro deny our ſelvesthe Security and the Bleſſings of Government ; 
ip nec to @ extend a Duty to ſuch caſes, as contradi&t the only Reaſon, whereon that Duty 
is foundee, 

Itistrue, we muſt in all caſes be contented to ſuffer in doing our Duty ; for we muſt chuſe 
ratherto ſuffcr than to ſin; and it is no Argument that any thing ceaſes to be my Duty, be-= 


cauſe it expoſes me to Suffering : But then we muſt be very ſure that it is 0ur Duty, that'ir is 


expreſly enjoyned us by the Laws of God or Nature, before we venture to ſuffer for it : Bur 
when wearetolearnour Duty, not from any expreſs Law of God or Nature, but from the 
Reaſon and Nature of things, itis a ſufficient Argument, that is not my Duty, which will 


_ expoſe meto great Sufferings, without ſerving any good end ; nay, which expoſes meto 


ay Sn for contradiQting the natural end and intention of that Duty, for which | pretend 
to tutter- | 

4. But et us grant that this Principle is the beſt Secutity to the Rights of Princes ; isthe 
Right of any Prince ſo Sacred as to ſtand in Competition with the very being of Humane So= 
cieties,and the ſafety and preſeryation of all his Subjefts? And muſt we then detend a Prince's 


Right, withthe deſtru&ion of the Nation, and the R uine of all his Subje+? Whichis moſt 


neceſſiry, That the Nation ſhould be governed, or, That ſuch a Prince ſhou!d govern it? 
Andithebe driven out of his Kingdoms; and cannot govern, Maſt we then have no Go- 
vernment ? Or how ſha!l the Nation be governed, if Subjes are bound in conſcience to 
obey, and pay Allegianceto no other Prince? Thisis to make all mankind the Slayes and 
and Properties of Princes; asifall men were made for Princes, not Princes or the govern« 


"ment of men. 


This, 1 think, is abundantly ſufficient to juſtifie our Obedience and Allegianee to the 
preſent Powers, though it ſhould at any time happen, that the Legal and Rightful Prince 
ſhould loſe his Throne. 


— But there is a great prejudice againſt all this; forſy1 call it, rather than an Obj-&ion 
for there isno Argument init, norcanit be formed into an Argument ; viz. that this will 
K ce ]aally 
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equally ſerve all Revolutionsof Government 


The Caſe of the Allegiance 
1 » Whatever they:be: Upon: theſe Principles we 
might ſubmit and ſwear to a Rump Parliament, or to another Protefor, or to a Committes 
of Safety, or whateyerelſe you Pleaſe: And yet under that Uſurpation, the Loyal Nobility, 
G:nery, and Clergy, thought themſelyes bound in Conſcience to oppoſe that Uſurpation at 
their urmoſt peril, And ſhall we Arraign them all, as reſiſting God's Ordinance by their op. 
poſition to thc {: Viurped Powers, and their attempts to-reſtore their King to his Threne ? 

This, as 1 obferyed, is a great prejudice, but no Argument for if theſe Principles be 
true, and accordingtotheſe Principles they might baye complied with theſe Uſurpations ; 
that they did not, is no confutation of them, | 

But yer, I ſuppoſe, all Men fee a yaſt difference between theſe two Caſes; it is evident 
thoſe Loyal perſons, both of the Clergy and Laity, .who ſuffered in the former Cauſe, and 
have now complied with the preſent Goyernment, think there is a vaſt difference between 
them ; an{ muſt think themſelves more reproached and injured by ſuch a.Comparifon, rhan 
by ſach Principles as juſtify their prefent compliance : And the great Body of the Nobility, 
Gentry, and Clergy, who hayeſworn Allegianceto their preſent Majeſties, would take it 
ycry ill to be thought leſs Loyal than thofe were, wao ſuffered forKing Charles 1, and 11, 


under thoſc Uſurpersz and therefore they alſo muſt apprehend a yalt difference between 
theſetwo cales. 


But what is it that makes this difference ? If you will allow the ſuppoſition That the 
Rightſul Kingisdiſpollcfſed ; and that inſucha cafe it is lawfulto comply with any Goyern- 
ment, which becomesthe ſetled Government of the Nation. 

[ anſwer; The difference is very great upon all accounts; and that no man may wonder 
at the obſtinate Loyalty of theſe dayes, and the cafie and ready compliances now , (from 
whence fore men conclude a renouncing the Principles of the old Church of Englands 
Loyalty, to the great ſcandal of Religion,) 1 ſhall ſhew the difference upon many accounts; 
and all together will be more than anſwer enough. 

r. Firſt then, Thegreat Villanies of thoſe days, inan open and bare-fac'd Rebellion, 
perſiſted in aſter the woſt Gracious Offers and Condeſcentions ; andin the Barbarous Mur= 
der of one of the beſt Princes in the World, wasenough to prejudice Wiſe and Good men, 
againſt all compliances,though they bad bezn lawful ; for who, that could poſſibly ayoidit, 
would ſubmit ro ſuch men? 

2. The barbarous Ulage the King's Friends met with, made a Submiſſion and Complis 
ance uſeleſs and impoſſible 2 Thoſe who had fought for their King, or expreſſed any diſlike 
of thefe Proceedings, whom they had any jealoufie or ſufpicion of, or whoſe Eſtates they 
bad a mind to pofſefs themfelves of, were plundered, ſequeſtred , impriſoned , forced to 

fculk and hide at home, orflic abroad, to preferye their Lives and Liberties. | 

3. Biſkops, Deans, and Prebendaries were turned out, and their Lands and Reyenues 
fold ; the Loyal Clergy were Malignents for what they had done ; and bad noway to keep 
cheir Livings, etpecially if they were of any Value, but by renouncing the Church of Exg. 
land, as well as by Submiſſion to that Government, which 1 believe, notwithſtanding their 
ready compliance in taking the Oaths, the Clergy at this day would more uniyerſally haye 
refuſed, than they did then, ; 

4ihly. Another difficulty was, that the whole Gavernment both of . Church and State 
wasoverturned, which wasthe Fundamental Conſtitution of the Nation: The King was 

not only Mfurdered, and the Rightful Heirdriven out of the Land, but the Monarchy it ſelf 
was deſtroyed, and neither King, Lords, nor Commons, left ; but afew of the Houſe of 
Commons, who by Forceand Powerhad turn'd the reſt out of doors, undertook to govern 
all, inthe name ofthe Commons of Englend ; which was ſuch an Invaſionon the Rights 
and Liþertics of their Country ( which Arc as ſacred asthe Rights of the King,) Asre quired 
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theutmoRt oppoſſtion:that could be made. And it may be, if it be well confidered, the 
Defence of Monarchy, and the Rights and Prerogatives of the Crown, will appear a yery 
material part of the Oath of Allegiance, which way bind SubjeRs when the Yerſon of the 
King is changed ; and may mak« them think themfelves more obliged to reſtore ſuch a 
Prin:e, when they cannot reſtore Monarchy, and the Antient Laws and Government of the 
Nation without him. | : | 
$thly. And morever it is plain, That their Government was never ſetled z it was frequently 
changed, andnew modelled, which was no Argument of Settlement 3 and which is more 
than that, they had not a National Conſent and Submiſkon. 
Men, who were forced, ſubmitted to force ; but the Nation did not by any National Act 
ever own them ; for Ithink the Rump-Parliament, who were the Ufurpers themſelyes; or 


- ſomelittlepackt Conventicles, rather than Parliaments, could not be called the Repreſenta- 


tives of the Nation, SY 

This feems to be much like the Cate, which Bi/Zop Overal's Convocatron-Book mentions 
in relationto Antioch; who had byforce kept the Jews in fubjeQion for ſome years; and 
yet when Matthias took Arms indefence of their Religion, they juſtify this Aion by ſaying 


' That the Government of Antiochus was not ſetled among them, either by Submiſſion or 


Continuence; that is, tho' People were forced to ſubmit to Power, his Government was 


- not owned by any pub'ick National Submiſſion ; and in ſuch Cafes along Continuanceis 


required to ſettle a Goyernment ; whereas a National Submifſion ſettles a Government ir: 


- a ſhorttime; as we may conclade from what they tel] us of the Settlement of Alexander's 
' Government among the Jews, wha was but awery little while with them ; but Jaddws 
- the High-Prieft, and the Governing-part of the Nation ſubmitting to him, this fetled his 
*-Gorernment in a few days. | 


This ſhews bow. unlike all this was to our.. preſent Cafe in every particular z that thofe 


: whorhought it their Duty neyer to ſubmit to that wicked Uſurpation, are now ſatisfied, 
- that they may ſubmit with a good Conſcience to their preſent Mejeſties. 


In our preſent Cafe, all things are quite contrary to what they were in the former ; every 
thing concurred to makethe Nation fond of ſuch a Change, and yery caty under iv, 

King James, more, Ihope, by followingi!l Counſels, than by his owa Inclination, bad 
 effcually removed all Prejudices and Obje&tons againſt ſuch a Revolution, excepting the 
. Obligations of Duty and Canſcience. 

In the/late timesof Rebelionand Uſurpation, all the Friends of Monarchy, ant of the 
Engliſh Government, and of the Church of England, and ofthe Liberties of their Country. 
and oftheir own Honours and Fortunes, were bound in Intereſt totake all Opportunities 
toreſtorethe King. In ourlate Revolution, the yery ſame Reaſons and intereſts diſpoſed 

- all Men to be wery well contented to part with theic King, ' if they had known how to do it 
tray ; forthe Continuance of his Government, by the bold Steps , and extraordinary 
$he had taken, gayethemgreat Apprehenſions that all theſe. were in danger, even 
the Rights and Prerogatives of the Crawn' it felf ( the prefervation of which was a main 
end ofthe Oath of Allegiance ) by his Submiſſion to the Sea ofRome, and rejetting the 
' Oath of Supremacy, and as far as he could, abſolying his Subjes from it ; and yet inthat 
Oathalone, we Swear tothe Lawſat Succeſſor, in Oppoſition to the pretences of the Biſhop 
of Rome, todepoſe, and ſet up Kings at pleaſure, forthe Service of the Church. 
This helpt ſome Men eaſily to abſolve themſelves from the Obligation of their Oaths; for 
they could not think, that'Oaths, which were made and impoſed for the Preſervation of a 
Proteſlant Prince, and the Proteftant Rights.and Liberties of Church and State, cou!d 
oblige them-to defend and maintain a Prince in bis Uſucpations, asthey thought on both. 
. This made - his 'Subje&s and+ cycn his Army defert his Seryice, when the Peince came 
with 


% 
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with a Forreign Force ;'and this made it neceſſiry, for himto leave .the- Kingdom, andta 
leave his Subje&s in the Hands of the P rince ; which made an eaſie way for the Prince to be 


| placed on the Throne. 


Now not to diſpute the legality of all this, here was nothing ſo formidable, as :o prejudice 
an boncſ{t Man againſt Submitlion and compliance, as there wagin the late times ot Rebel- 
lion; nothing that could reaſonably hinder a compliance, but an Opinion, that we muſt 
never pay Allegiance to any but a Legal King ;, and p»ſlioly had. that poin: been waved ; 
no Proteſtant would have diſputed a quict and cheartul ſubmiſſion to the Government, 


% To fight againſt a Kiog, an4 not to fight for him, Ithink are two very different things z 


and when Kings make it impolliole to fizbt for chem, without fighting againſt the Religion 
and Liberties of our Country, they may thank themſelves, if their Subjects cannot defend 
them. This isa dangerous ſtate Princes bring themſelvesinto, eſpecially where there are 
diflerent perſwaſions in a Nation: When ſome Men think, they may Lawfſully defend 
their Religion and Liberties againſt the Uſurpations of their Prince ; and others think, they 
are not bound to defend and maintain their Priocein his Illegal Uſurpations on theirReligion 
and Liberties; fora little oppoſition without any defence will quiekly ruin any Prince. To 
take a Crow n from a Prince, and his Liberty and Life with it, andto ſuffer him to leaye his 
Crown ifhe pleaſes, and to deſert his Government, aretwo very different things. . 


” Icannot indeed think(neither dol believe,that any body elſe does) that fora King toleave 
A 


” 


his Crown and Government in afright is in all caſcs neceſlarily ta be interpreted ſuch an Abdi= 
cation as isequiyalent toa voluntary Reſignation ;3 whereby he renounces all future Right 
and Claim to it. But if he bave reduced bimſelf to ſucha ſtate, that he is forced for his 
own pigleryation to leave his Kingdom and Goyernment; itis plain, that in ſome ſenſe 
he leaves bis Throne Vacant too, thatis, there is no body init, no bady in the Aftual Ad- 
miniſtration of the Government, | Tn” . 

Thusfar I think Subjets may be very guiltleſs, who do.not drive the King away, but 


' only ſuffer him quietly to eſcape out of his Kingdoms ; for this is no Rebellion, no Reſiſtance, 


but only Nox-Aſſiſkence, which may be very innocent : for there are ſome caſes, wherein 
Sub jets are not bound to aſliſt their Prince; and itever there were ſuch a caſey this wasir. 
 Whatthen ſhall Subjets do, when the King is gone, ard the Government Diſſolved, 
the People left in the Hands of another Prince, without any Reaſon, or any Authority, or 
any formed Power, to oppoſe him > The Government muſt be Adminiſtred by ſome body 
unleſs we can be contented, _ that the Rabble ſhould Goyern, 
But 1 ſhallnot meddle with that Interval, between the going away of the King, and the 
Prince's coming to the Throne ; but only conſider him as placed in the Throne, and ſettled 
there, Andnow we can find no alteration in the Ancient Government of the Nation,but 


 . only the exchange of Perſons; and all things concur to make thisa very advantageous 


and acceptable Change, excepting ſuch diflicultics, as uſually accompany ſuch Revolutions, 
The Monarthy isthe ſame ſtill, and the Three eſtates of the Nation the ſame ; the Church 
of England, and the Laws and Liberties of the Nation ſecured ; and no proſpect of ſecur= 
ing them by any other means ; ſothat here is nothing co prejudice any Man againſt the 
preſent Government, or to make the Reſtoration of the diſpofſeſied Prince neceſſary, as 
there was inthe late Uſurpation,- but only a miſtaken Notion of Alleziance to that Prince, 
whom we ſuppoſe to have the Lega] Right though he be diſpoſſc{ſed, and another Eſtab. 

liſhed in his Throne ; which [ have already proved to be a miſtake. 
But not to diſpute the Legal Right ( which is nothing to my preſent purpoſe) here is a 

ſettled Government, which was not in the former Caſe, ; 
Their preſent Maje/7ies are in the full Pcſſcfſion of the Throne, and Adminiſtration of 
the Goyernment by a National ſubmiſſion and conſent ; for though ſome Men i, 
: whether 
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due to Sovereten Powers, &c, | 
whether a Convention of the Eſtates, not calied by the Kings Writ be a legal Parliament, 
yet all Men muſt confeſs, that they are the Repreſentatives of the Nation ; orelſc a Nation 
can have no Repreſentatives; whenithasno King in the Throne, or when there is any diſ- 
pute about the Title to the Crown. 

Now, thoughthis might be improved farther, 1 ſhall content my ſelf only to ſay ; that 
the conſent and ſubmiſſion of the Convention, eſpecially when cofirmed by ſubſequent 
Parliaments, isa National A&, and makes a Settlement of the Guvernmcnr,etpccially fince 
the generality of the Nation have ſo willingly and chearfully ſubmitted, and bound their Alle- 
#iance by Oath; which is a yery different thing from ſubmitting to meer force, when the incli- 
nation of the Nation ſtands bent another way ; when thereis nothing but meer force, it May 
admit ſome diſpute, when the Government is ſettled ; but though in ſome caſes, it may be 
hard to determine, when the Goyernment is ſo ſettled, as to make Allegiance due ; thisis 
mo reaſon todeny Allegiance, when there isa viſible Settlement. If this be not aſettled Go- 
yernment, I know not what is ; 1 am ſure, we haye reaſon to pray for the continuance of 
it; when nothing can unſettle it, but ſuch a Power, as will overturn our Religion and Li- 
berties withit. Itisindeed commonly ſaid, as1 obſerved before, that the ſubraiſſion of 
the People without the ſubmiſſion of the Prince, cannot transfer the Government ; by 
w ich they may mcan the legal Right of Goyernment : Now to avoid unneceſſary Diſputes 
ſappoſe this were trne ; yet the ſubmiſſion of the People, when their Prince has left them, 
If it cannot give a legal Right to another Prince, yet it may give an aCtual Settlement to 
him ; and that isall we are enquiring after. This Lthink is a ſufficient anſwer to that odious 
Compariſon between the late Uſurpations, and this preſent Revolution, 
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1 ſhall conclude the whole with anſwering an Objection, which many, who refuſe the 0bjeF, 


Oaths, place great confidencein ; and that is from the Laws of the Land : In all ſuch caſes 
as theſe, the Laws, they ſay, are the meaſure of our Duty, and the Rule of Conſcience, and 
therefore we muſt own no King, but whom the Law ownsto be King ; that is. in an Hes 
reditary Monarchy, theright Heir: and to pay and ſwear Allegiance to any other Prince, 
though poſſeſſed of the Throne, when the cightſul King is diſpoſſcſled,. or the right Heir 
living, is contrary to ourduty to God, becauſe contrary to the Laws of the Land 
all that I have ſaid, if it prove true, is a ſufficient anſwerto this : The Laws of the Land arethe 
Rule of Conſcience,when they do not contradi@ the Laws of God : but when they do, they 
areno Ruletous; but their obligation muſt giye place to a Divine Authority. Suppoſe then 
there were anexpreſs Law, that the Subjects of England ſhould own no King, bur the right 
Heir; and notwithſtanding this Law (asit will ſometimes happen, and has often happened 
in England) a Prince who is not the right Heir, ſhould get into the Throne. and ſcttle him= 
ſet there : It the Divine Law inſucha caſe, commands usto pay all the obedience and duty 
of Subjefs, to Prince in the aftua] poſſeſſion of the Throne, and the Law of the Land 
forbids ic, which muſt we obey, the Law of God, orthe Law of the Land? 7 his, I think 
is no diſpute ; and therefore it isin vain to urge the Laws of the Land in any caſe, where we 
are under a Superior Authority : let them firſt prove that no King is ſet up by God againſt 
the Lawsof the Land; and then [| will confeſs, we muſt own none but lega! Kings, for 
we muſt own noKings, whom God does not make, and who haye not Gods Authority. 

2.1 he Engliſh Monarchy is Hereditary, & the lincal Heir has the legal Rightto the Crowng 
grant this but ſtill we muſt conſider how far this is a Law to all private Subjes, how for every 
Subjc& is bound by this Conftitution, to give the Pofleſſion of the Crown to the right Heir, 
and not to ſuffer any oneelſc totake it ; or it hedo,not to pay Allegiznce to him, or own him 
for his King, What Law is there,that ſayesthis? And l think, the reaſon of the thing does nog 
prove it. TheLaw does not refer the Cogrnnyy of ſuch matters to private Savjc+;and there- 
fore 


1. Inanſwertothis1 conſider ; thisis no real ObjeQion againſt any thinglhave ſaid ; but Anſw. 


i 
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The Ca/e of the eAllezrants 
fore they are not byLaw boundtotake care of it,and 1 know nothing butT.aw'can bind uvst 
2 legal Conſtitution.” Legal Rights muſt be determined by alegal Authority ; and there isnd 
Authority can take Cognizance ofthe Titles and Ciaims of Princes, and the diſpoſal of the 
Crown; but the Eſtates of the Realm : They indeed are obliged to take notice of the leonl 
Deſce::t of the Crown, and if through miſt.ke or aty-other cauſe, they ſer the- Crown upon 
a wrong Head, they muſt anſwer for it; byt private Subjets, who haveno legal Cognizance 
of the matter, are bound byno Law, that I know of, to diſown a King, whom the Eſtates 
have owned,” though they [hould think che Right is in another. IFAuthotity- may not over- 
rule private Subjettsinthele caſes, even againſt their own private Opinions, and juſtifie 
their Obedience toa King, who is placed in the i hrone, Subje&s are in avery ill cife 
who have no Authority to udge, and no Power to Reſiſt ; There are numerous Caſes, 
wherein SubjeRs mult acquieſce inthe determinations of a legal Authority againſt whar they 
think alegal Right : The reaſon and neceſſiti:s of Government require it ; and the Law, 


which givesa Right, will not allow usto vindicate our Right againſt a legal Authority. 
And therefore irdocsnot follow mecrly from the Law of Succeſſion, that SubjeQts are 
boundin Conſcieneeto own no King, whois not the rightful Heir: And Duty and Con- 
ſcience in Obedience to Laws, isthe only thing lam now inquiring aftcr. 

3, Tho' I have not skill enough in Law, toknow certainly what our Conſtitution allows 
in this point ; yet it is the declared Judgement of ſome of the belt Lawyers of former days, 
ado far as | canlearn, the moſt common and prevailing Opinion ſtill, That our Lawsdo 

2!low andrequire Allegiance toa King de fav, who is in Poſleſlion of the Throne without a 
legz} Right. And this the; have done inthe Reigns oflegal and rightfu' Kings, as my Lord 
Ch, !u}, Cooke. the ] udgesinBagger's Caſe, my Lord Ch, Juſt Hales, my Lord Ch. Juſt, 
Bridgman in the Tryal of the Regicides, in Anwer to Cook's Plea 3 whoallowed the Law, 
but would'not aliow his Cafcto be within the purview of it. Now, whien the Diſpute is 
mee*1y about the Senſe of the Law, to Judge Rightly of which, requires ſome skill in Law, 
and a great dea] more than I can pretend to; Whichis the ſafeſt way to reſolve my Con- 
Fcience 2 Whether to adhere to my own Judgement, againſt theJudgements and Opinions 
of the ableſt Judges and Lawyers, or to rely on their Judgements ( when learned Men 
generaily agrec in it ) tho*I not comprehend the Reaſons of their Opinions ? 

In moral and natural Duties, which every Man May and muſt underſtand for himſelf, 
the Caſe is different ; we muſt not there rely wholly upon Authority, eſpecially not againſt 
the Reaſon and Sentiments of our own Minds, tho* Authority is in that Cafe of great uſe to 
over-rule meer Doubts and Scruples ; but whenthe Caſe of Conſcience is a meer point of 
Law, awe conclude that to be our Duty which the Law determines, Fam of Opiniott, 
Tha: ſugesand learned Lawyers ef) pecially when they havedetermined the matter without 

any Byafs on them, orany A of our preſent Aﬀairs, are the beſt Caſuiſts, becauſe 
they underſtand the Law beſt, 

That we muft obey and ſubmit to our Prince, is aDuty which the LawsoſGod and Nature 
enjoyn z and we muſt not ſuffer any Man; be he Lawyer or Divine, to'perſwade us, that 
this is not our Duty 2 But what Prince we muſt obey, and to what particufar Prince we 
mult pay our Allegiance, the Law of God does not tell us, but thiswe muſtlearn from the 
Laws ofthe Land. Hereis a Queſtion then ariſes, Whether the Subje&ts of or ar when 
ſucha Caſe happens) muſt pay their Allegiance tothe King de jure, whois difpoſſeſſed of 
his Throne, or tothe King de fafo, whois poſſefled of it without a Legal Right ? Now 
wi | theſe Men, who ground their Diſſent upon the Laws of the Land, abide by the Deci- 
fion of the Law ? Iithey will not, Why do they inſiſt onit, and urgeit, as anunanſwerable 
Obje&ion? Ifthey will, Who maſt Judge ofthe Senſcof the Law, and from whom 


wat they learn it } For eyery one is not a competent Judge of this matter, tho? he thinks be 


Dur ts Sour eigh Powers, &c. 

very wel under frards the Grammaticat Senſe and ConſtuQion'ot Words, Andisitnor 
m oft rezſonable to think that to'be the Senſe of the Law, which learned Juders and Lawyers 
have aoreed/isthe Senſe of it? Isit' not reaſonable to take that ro bethe Senſe of the | aw, 
which has' been the Senſe of Weſtminſler Hull, and is/iketo beſo again, if wethink fitro 


try it? * "ag "op 
| donot thi:ik it (o dangerous to miſtikeina' human Law, asin natural or'divine Laws: 


. cur Obligation to obey human-Laws, isthat Obedience'which'is due to Governmen' , and 


then'whatever we apprehend the Senſe of the Law to be,. we' muſt not pretend toobey hu+ 
man Laws inour Senſe, in oppoſition to'Goyernmient : if we miſtake with Authority, and 
obey the Law in that Sente which has been allowed in all Reigns,. eyen of the moſt riptirfyl 


'Kinos, we arc ſafe in Conſcience : And he who will advance another Senſe of the' Law, 


upon confidenceof hisown private Judgement, and venture his Eſtate and Fortune, his 
Liberty and Life on it, I think does'neither wiſcly for himſclt,- nor payes' that deference he 
pretends to Government. | 
Burhere is an Oath concerned, and danger of Perjury, if Having ſworn Allegiance to 
K. Tames while he is living, we ſwear away our Allegiance from him to'R. William and 
Q. Mary: But I ſuppoſc legal Oaths muſt be expounded by the Laws'; and if by the Law 
of the Land Allegiance'to K, James ceafes, asbeing out of Poſleſiton, our Oath can oblige 
us no longer; 3nd if by the Law ofthe Land we owe Allegianceto K, William and Q, Mary 
as in Poſlcfſion of rhe Throne, then we may, and ought, to ſwear Allegiance to them 
Andthisbeing a point of Law, muſt be decided by the proper judyes of it; tor, if we keep 
an Oath when the Law does not allow it, and refuſe an oath when the Law' requires it, we 
trangreſs the Law. And this is not the only legal Oath, wherein Men govern themſelves by 
Judgementsof- Law, 1 am\ſure as much\,andl think more plainly againſt the expteſs Words 
of the Law, than-can be pretended in the Oath of Allegiance ; I mean the Oath'of Stony, in 
which Men ſwear in asgeneral Words as canbethought of, againſt'all Bargains' of'Contradts, 
either direR1, or indirectly, for the obtaining ſuch a Living, or Spiritual Prefermient; and yet 
makeno Scruple of any ſuch Contracts, as are not adjudged Simony in Weſtminfley. Hall,tho* 
they ſeem inciuded in thoſe general Words. Andif we will not allow it tobea ſafe Rule of 
Conſcience to obey Laws, andto takelrgal Oaths, in that Senſe which Courts of Juſtice, or. 
Jearned Judges and Lawyers give of them,tho' we muſt abide by their Judgements whenir 
comes to be tried whether we have broken or kept theſe Laws z Subj: As are in an illConditi. 
on both'with reſpect to their Conſtiences, their Lives andEftates. : 
This wight very well ferve in Anfwerto the Argument from Law; forit is acknowledg. 
ed, that there is great Authority for our Allegiance to'a' King de jaffo, when the King þ 
Jave isdiſpci].fled ; But I havea mind'to corfiter this matter alittle farther. 
Thereisa Pooklately Printed, Entiruled, The Czfe of Allegiance to a King in Poſſeſion's 
The learned Author has taken a greatdeal of painsin conſidering our Statutes and Hiſtories 
and his Deſignisto prove, thatmy E, Ch. Taft, Corke was wiſtaken inhis Opinion, That 
the Statute of Treaſon 25, Ed, 3. c. 2, 75 to be underſtord of a King in Poſieſiion of i he Crown. 
«nd Kingdom; for rf therebe a King regnent in Foſſeſſron, tho' he be Rex 3c fatto, & non 
de jure, yet he s Seigniorle Rov withrn the Prytviery of this Statute ; avidhe other that hath 
Right, and is out of Poſſe}ſzon, is not within the Af, Itistholong a Book to be parcicular= 
ly anſwered here ; bat as | apprehend, his Fau!t is, that he does not reaſ”1110ht upon mat=- 
ters of Fat; andſome of his ſundamental Miſtakes may be anſwered in a ſivali eo mpaſs 
and I chooſe therather to do it, becauſe they are the yery ſame miſtakes that impoſed vpn 
me for ſome time. 


Ow: Author thinks; It would ſeemr & very old Pneſtion for any th ask, touching the T.- 15; * 


that ave wade in any feniled-Monarchy for the Defence of che King's Perjos; Grown and Din- 
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| The Caſe of the Allegranre 
vity, who 55 meant by the King in theſe Laws? the lawful and rightful King of that Realm. oy 
- 11YOne that gets into the Poſſesſion of the 7 hrone, tho' he be nxt arightful King bur an Vſuiper? 

Now this ſeemsto me nv odd Queſtion ar all ; for when the Law only mentions the King, 
and the Law. makers certainly knew that Kings without a legal Right do often aſcend the 
Throne ; if they had intended to except all fuch Uſurpers, they ſhould haye ſaid ſo: for a 
King de fa&0, as the Ch. Juſt. aſſerts, is Seigntor !e Roy , or King ; and there is no other 
King but he: for King ſignifies that Perſon who has the Supreme Government in the Nati. 
on; A King de fatto is ke who aQtually has the Goyern:nent ; thatis, who is aQually King z 

a King de jure, as oppoſed to a King de fafto, is he who of Right ſhould have the G.yern= 
ment, but hasit not; that is, who of Right ſhould be King, bur isnot s and the Srarute of 
Treaſon teilsus what is Treaſon agairſt him who is King, not againſt him who ſhould be, 
but is not King, But he proves, this Statute can intend only a King de jure, becauſe it 
makes it Treaſon to kill the King's eldeſt Son, to violate the Queen, or the Prince's Wite, 
or the King's eldeſt Daughter, all which, is to ſecure the Succeſſion to the Crown, and 
therefore cannot concern an Uſurper, who bas no Right himſelf, and therefore his Heirs 
have no Right to Succeſſion ; and we cannot ſuppoſe that the Law ſhould take care to ſecure 
the Succeſſion to the Poſterity of an Uſurper. 

But this isno Argumentto me ; for the Law looks upon the Crown as Hereditary, and 
the Change of the Perſon or Royal Family, does not make the Crown ceaſe to be Heredi. 
tary; and therefore whoeyer has Poſlcſſion of the Crown, has an hereditary Crown, and 
Jeaves it to izis Heirs, as long as they can keep it; asis plain from the Example of the three 
Henries, who ſucceeded each other. And this is Reaſun enough, why the Law ſhould 
make no difference upon this Account between a King de fao & de jure. 

But, wy Lord Ch. Juſt, Cooke does not found his Gloſs upon the fundamental Gonflitution of 
the Realm, tho' methinks he ſhould have underſtood itas well as our Author, | But what is 
thistnandamental Conſtitution? Why , The Regel Authority, and the Allegiznce of the 
Subjefs, 5 appropriated to the lawful and rightful King. But where does he find this fun. 
damen:al Conſtitution? The fundamental conſtitution, I take to be an hereditary Monarchy , 
not that the Monarchy ſhould continue always in ſuch a Family; for that may fail, or may be 
changed by Conqueſts orUſurpations, as has often been, and the Conſtitution continue, The 
moſt that can beſaid is, that when any particular Famiiy,by the Providence of God, and the 
Confent and Submiſſion of the People; is placed in tae Throne, of Rigtt the Crown ought 
to deſcend to the Heir of that Family : but ſupp-ſe it does not ,muſt we pay Allegiance to no 
Other Perſan, tho' poſſeſſed of the Throne? Let him ſhew me that fundamental Conſtitu= 
tion, for a meer Hereditary Monarchy does not proveit; and according to the Judgment 
of the beſt Law crs, the Laws of the Land require the contrary, that we mult pay our Alle. 
giance to him who is actually King, not to him who ought to have been King, but is not. 
And tothink toconſute this by pretending the fundamental Conſtitution of an Hereditary 
Monarchy, is to take that for granted which ought to bave been proved, 

The Queſtion is not, Whether the Monarchy be Hereditary, that is agreed ; but whether 
in an Hereditary Monarchy we muſt pay Allegiance to no Prince who is not legal Heir, tho? 
poſſeſſed of the Throne ; This the j.awyers deny, and produce Law forir, andif there be 
ſuch Laws, it is certain by Law we may pay Allegianceto a King in Poſ{cflion, notwith- 
ffanding the fundamental Conſtirution ot an Hereditary Monarchy ; forthe Law, which 
makes one, allows and comm indsthe other; and thenit is an Hereditary Monarchy with 
thisreſcrve; of paying Allegiance to the King in Poſſeſſion, when tbe legal Heir cannot ob. 
rain hisright. 

And uns Irake to bea very wiſe Conſtitation, which ſecures the King's Rigbt, as faras 


Lay can doit ; but if the King ſbould be depriyed of bis Right { which the Experience 3 
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ramen NI ſuch Ads, asare Treaſon againſt a Ki ; 
him, $5. a Xing de fatto, but nor, ſa - S:X0ng ons, 57 Trealy® 
the preſumed conſ y arc againſt the Order of Gov y they, becauſe Allegiance is Cueto 
That ſach be 9 ofthe King de jure, I anſwer ernment, and therefore are Treaſon by 
ly Reaſon why they : ag the Ocder of Government and 
ſhould make them Trea\ ade Treaſon by Law ; and this; very deftruQtivetoit, isthe on 
equally againſt the Ord on againſt a King de fatto, as2 rb 4 good a Reaſon, why the Law 
thatis the only Reaſt ecof Government, and deft gainſt a King de Ture ; for they are 
Thepr —_ 3 oo they arc made Treaſon at —_— to it, whoeycr be King 3 and 
goo Te te dB - _ —_ de jure isa very pretty noti | 
rative Aft ofa King de fatto: andit makes Treaſon, andgji In BrEe great manF 
Conſent of a King de jure #8 that is to ſay ( or they cs Ves uthority to the inauthori- 
Authority of Peres . inveſts the King de fatto with g nothing ) that the prefutned 
it cannot make an > eſs the preſumed Conſent of th ooSrny ra for ifhe bave no 
nature of things, Rs — At done againſt him to b Tre de jure give him Authority 
no Duty and Allegianc "_— guilty of Treaſon againſt e Treaſon ; forit canner alrer the 
de faBo with his p gre And itthe preſumed Conſent ba Perſon; to whem 1 owe ne 
jets areas ſafe in C te it muſt transfer the Allegia ; e King de jureinveſts the Ki 
Canteen pur onſcience, asif theKino d egrance of Subje&s too 3 and th 'S 
But this _ oy m_ Conſent, chough not bid mb ooag on the Throne; for it "_ _ 
kd ring 2: h Ki on, 
yernment ca 2; the King defa# 
have RY homo "Fre On urine 6 __ —_—_ of his Afts of Go 
ot from the pref ethis Authoriry, fi » Who has no Authotity : 
Eo fromiatt _ - umed Conſent of the King Pap ince he hasno legal Riphrtoth DES 
Kcafontod oO e{lon of the Throne g de jure, which is great ni pt tothe Throne? 
| Religion, hav , to which the Law it on-ienſc tes ſuppoſe 
2, As for th , eannexed the Authoricy wit ſclf, as well as the Princi * 
wort prove CE of Kings de fa&o rpg 5 meas he Principles of 
den orns AGD Alberni Padtmen, thtdos 
oes not relate f "ny ingin Poſſe | 
may —— to the diſputes of Princes, bar "8 a Poſſeſſion : hos the —_— hoo 0 
Bay relate t0a King in pyſſeGiop, though o the Order of Governrr tute of Treaſom 
HCUIOD, LDNOVE the King himſelf, if b _—_ and thurefore 
M XN | bebean Uiuyrper, whes 
c/o 
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© | aver the rightful King regains the poſſeſſion of his Throne ; if he were a Subje before; 
may be attainted of Treaſon fr his Uſurpation. 

And theſe things areas conliitent, ag ir is to take care of the Goyernment, when ſuch ce. 
yoluior:s happen, and yettc Gif: cvrige all illegal Uſurpations. | 
Ard yerthe :ruth is, thereis no A:gument to be drawn from this; for whenever, there 

Is a Compe ii..5 tor the Cruwn, there is no doubt but he that prevails, be he King de fafo 
or de jure, will attaint bis Rival and all his Adberemts: Thus it was between Edward 1V. 
and tiex-y Vl, between Richard 1tt, and Hey, VII. who attainted one another ; and 

| this isno proof, what the Law ofthe Landis, but it proves, that Parliam ents have al- 

ways favoured the King in Poſſeſſion, 

| 3. Heargues, That if Tre«ſonlay only againſt the King in poſſeſſion, whether de jure or 

90, the Subjeths muſt look upon themſelves as obliged upon pain of High-Treaſon not to admit 

of any claim of the King de jure --- and yet Richard Duke of York, put in his claim tothe 

Crown in Parliament 39. H, 6, andit was received and allowed by them. 

q | But I would fain know what kind of Treaſon thisis for a Parliament, to whom, or to 

q none up©2 Earth, appeals in ſuch Caſes can be made, to receivea Claim to the Crown ? 
a l't!e improvement of the Argument would makeit High Treaſon, for any of the Couts 
of neſtmirfler. Rail to receive a Complaint, and try and judge a Cauſe againſt the Kin 

| It he had ſa1d, that the Law had allowed SubjcAsto fight forthe King de jure —_ the 

King in Pcoſicſhon, this had proved hjz point, that Treaton does not lie only againſt a Kin 

| in Poſlcſſion ; but there is no ſuch Layy as this to befound 2 It is Treaſon to fight emnict 
the King, and that, ſays my Lord Cooke, is the King in P-:ſleflion, without making any re» 
ſerveſor the deicnce or re-eſtabliſhment of the King de jure, when out of Poſſeſſion : For 
it ſcems the Wiſdom of the Nation has not yet thought firto makea Law to juſtifie Civil 

Wars when fuch a Revolution happens, with an. orderly and national Submiſſion, 


An appeal ro Parliament isa proper way to declare to whom of right the Crown belongs, 
| when there is a CoMpetirion 5 but though ſuch Uſurpations very often occaſion Civil 
| Wars, yet the necetlicy of Goyernment requires, that the Law ſhould always be on the 
7 ; ſideof the King in Poſiulion, and then it can never juſtific any Man in fighting againſt him, 

-:>4. His next Argument is, thitifTr-a(91 l-yon'y 12:14? a King in Poſſeſſion, theathe Law in'other 
P.T2,13. coards would look apon the Kyng in Poſſiſſon, a8 having the dignity and honaur of a King whereas he” 
yep KM g ſſejſ'on, 4 dignr'y f 8 p 
| &c, obſeryey 1. That the Law, where tt confilers them ag Uſurperr, des hard'y vouch(afe that the name of 
'F Kr:74'$er in the Statute 1+ Ef. 1V. Henry IV, is called Henry Erle of Derby and the Henries a1e 
t clled pretenſed Kings, and Kings indeed, andnor of Right 3 But he has anſwered this himſelf, that 
3 -&7Eaxw attows them the n1me of Kings, with regard to their having the Exccurion of the Kingly Offices 
. that's, bur Laws donot allow taoſeio beleg 1 Kings who hayenolegal Title, but yet-allov then 
= to be Kings 23 cxerciſingthe Regal Power, And what wonld he have more- vnleſs our Laws ould 
'YW ſp:ik non-ſenſe? And yer he ſhould remembvertnit E4. IV. after this, had as hard words from H. 
T4 VI. Parti:».antasthe Henries had from Edward the t ourth's. 4 
L# 2. He obſerves, tht the Law does not look uron the Aﬀs »f Government done by « King in Pofſe;/ion , if 
| P. 14, 4 Vſerper, 4 vaird ard authoritativein hem/elves, becauſe they have been confirmel by Subſequent 
K's; an1yet he bimielf coofeſles, that they nad not been invalid without ſuch a Confirmation, bur 
> ox 478 1297 ; BF , Abcn0rity 0; thefe Kg, but wWpmn accent of the neceſſiry of Government, and the 
p” "4.224 {,an T ;* aries Rings ae jares Yc #7 1e4 from therr right ; But if theſe Kings have os Autbority, 
JI & 4/00 ade Als © oil tie authorit:tivez he ought tohaveſaid, that the neceflity cf Govern« 
mc: :: gives Auho't zo fie nos and their As without a legal Title, and jth! {ad been Senſe ; 
Chis 1d che prefigint 4 Couniciches beer confidered alrerdy, LF: uy. + 
But be 11s nale an at oxard ObjeRto: zorinftthis himſelf, that rhe AFsof Parliament made by Hen, 
WW. v, VI. w*r- #97 confirmed; the P wliument, 1. E1, IV, and yet 2ie good Laws Rtilt; andhis 
enſvrertoitts very Larne, that ſom-of + h-ir As off Parliament ::12 confirmed there, viz An AG 
for Fruidrng any Abbics ar Rel gion Horſes, re, but this ſeems tc Þ< - | uwndans.canrela;, forthe ſame 
Reaſons, that tie Utiverſines an | oher Religi1s Found tions reve therr Dhart-rs in ſeveral Prine 
ces Reigns, though cos (rm 43g AR of yltan. ent; watch £025 not fuppote, thet the ſonghs 
their former Glauyi is 14 at's, bs lortheic greater fecuyity deſire the Confirmarion of wo nh 
overs: 


Hoy Ow>z 


ba 
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ue to Sewereigy Powers, &c. 


But yetlet me add, that had it been the copſiznr 3nd univertel11actice ror the Kingg#&e j#v*, Ven 
they return'd totheir Crowns, to confirm all the judiciel, Acts, Grants, Statr:tes, Ge4-0t the Kirgs 
de fa, this ad been evidence enon2!, thit the Necefiiics of Goveinnent xrouire , th-r«llthe 
'E AQc of Kings d: fas ſhould be vglid ; for that is the ouly Re54or why they zrecontin.edt» alcgi | 
'0 Authority ; bec:aſe itis neceſſary they ſhovid be valid, and ycroonventent fof the dil ourr omen t 
E of ſich Uſurpations, that they ould not be thought valid , vithout a. legal Confirmotegy, but wht 
1 the neceſiity ot Gorcroment is validin it {cli without any rew Cortirmation ; thoup 

the Reaſons of State m13y makefugha Confirmation uſetul. | | 
[- Thc next thing he undertakestoanſwer is B-gge!'s Cale, concerning the v=I'dity ct his Tetent £ f Na- } 
turalization grantes by H. VI. who wagonly King 4c ſao z though it were ret cortiimed by the St2rue | 
r Ed. iV. This he branches out into ({&fers] Particulirs, and ſays a great deal abom it, but nothing ; 
new: Heaiways takes Sanfuary 10 higofd Salvoes of the necefliiy of the Government, and the pre» | 
4 famed Conſent of the King de jzre, whictthive becn f.tficiently conſidered »lready, 
e Ali thatI1 ſiall conclude trom this caſe FFhich 1 muli ioke as he has repreſented {1) is this; thatthe 
yeccſlity of Government (tor both the Judges and Council underſtood things vetter t!127 ro urge the - 
-p! :/umcd conſent of the King de jure,) gives Avthority to all thole Atts of a King de ja#s, which are for $ | 
the Adminiſtration of Jallice, and belong to Sovereign Towers; and then by the ſame reaſon, they 
mutt juſtifie SubjeAs in paying Allegiance to ſuch Kwugs3 for this is neceflary to Government, Our 
oF Anthor will :llow this in 31] caſes, which >re not againfi ihe Iarcreit of the d:{poſſeſied Frince ; but 
this 'sto allow nothing, forthe very poſeſſion ot the. 1 hrone, and every Att of Authority che King 
de ſatio Coes, is againit the-Intereſt of the King de inte + Buthe icen:s -}12!ong io miſt:kc Grfts and 
Gr.nts, to the Diminutiom of the Crown («nch they v ould not allow te tian good , when ric King de 
fre returned) forall ARs *gaiaft the Ferional Right and Intereſt ot the King de ure: But the i= 
minution of the Crown, and the, Right of the Terſon, are very difieccatthings, as he will caſity ſee, when 
he conſiders it again, 4 F-5G# + | 

As for the Statute 11 H.7. which indemnifies SubjeAs in F:7y:i-g for the King in poſicfſion; he ,, ,« 
diſputes very largely about it, bit I can at preſent make only lone ſhort Remotks on wh: t he ſiys. GY 

1. Keobſeryes, thatit 1s enly ſ1id in tlie Preamble, nor nadet im'the B dy of the Srarntr, that the 
Sb jetts ſhall be :Kiged tap: y Ailez*ce ro the King for the time berng 3 but wether a lVreamble be Lay 
. or no, it js an Authoritative Decl:zition of the Law, and that isa tufficient kale for Subjefts; aud *. 

25 Ed. 3. concerns Kings in Fofleſion, it 15 enacted there. 

, '' 2, Hewillnotallow this Pre1mble to be. dire and tofitive Declaration of the Law; hecauſe +he Pp. 27 
- K'ng only ſays, that recall: io remembrance his Subjetts 4.:ty of Allegi mee, ce But ifthe King [nl ” 
. Parltzment declare, that t!.ey remember, this is the duty of Allegiance, does not that declare cir 
Opirion, that ir is a duty as eleftually 2s can be done in any other torm of words; nay ſomewhat 

p more, to: whatthey remember, they declacewis fo before, and not made fonow, meerly by theix 

| Declaration z and whatthe iarliament :uppoſesand takes for granted, it more effcituilly declares. 

| ' 3dly. He ſays, what # laid down in the Preamble, 1s expreſly falſe —— that it's not reaſynablc, bur 4. _— 
| gainft al! Laws, Reaſon, and good C:18/crence, that the Subjcis going with their Soverergn Lerd to Wars : 
; any thing ſh1ld loſ* or forfeit far doing their true Du'y and Service of Allegiance ; Nowif thisbe falſe, F 

Iknow ot what can be true; is the contrary to it true? thatit is agreeable'to Law, Reaſon, and good I | 

Conſcience, that Subjes ſhould loſe or torteitany thing for Fighting tor their King? But this i5 meang | 

of Fighting for an Vſurper againſt their law{ſul King. And yet here is Not one ward of UVſurper, or laws * J 

ful King, but our Sovereign Lord, whom the Law requires us to own for our Sovereign z and it is a- 

giinſt Law, Reaſon, and good Conſcience, rhe! Subjects ſhould ſuffer for Fighting tor 2ny Prince \ 

whatever his Title be, whon: the Law owns fex Sovercign atthattime : That Kingsand Parllamen's 

as he urges, have attainted SubjeAs vpon ſuch accounts, does nct prove, that it was not againſt 1,,v b, 

and Keatonand good Conſcience ro do ſo; and it ſeems H+7, who had done thishimſel? was W Fs 

convinced of it, and rook cateto provige it fhanidbe ſono more. Tam ſuite r.; Lori Bacos ty os 

this Law was rather js / :« /-7.4 ; and theretote owned the Reaſon and good Zonftience of i: tar eh 

by demurgs aaonpete leg lity, | 1.4 45:54: PE . OUR 
Zuc out Agthor will be ſo {1beral, as to grant, that all this wer? rhe Body of the Starmre 4: . | 

Lew ;;hen it is plain, that Subje&s mightbs Low right for the Kirg 10 J fl:ion. NS 08 ON 

ance wonld oblipeil;emroit. No, he ſays, it will remain ts be conjidered , whether the Poms my _— 

looked pon - wad oud vbiigctery ; ant be thinks it1s nor, 'o.crnbe 

1. Becexſr i: t « made ty 1n Vſurper, nad by an Uiypers Parliement. This is 2 > o18 tc 
| Ren VI am Vlurpet, wh 0 had fy 1ngy 5 Tires, and no Tile fot mp-ogaint him; ac to quh{ itn the 
+ Auchogiury ui a Yathament calle by the writ of a King in polleſuga, and to dcnv the x. Foirg of Ads of 0: 
* | | ? . : 
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Parliament made by Uſurpers, when our StatuteBooks are full of them, andthey are. owned pogd 
and yalid Laws . 

So that] will not diſpute with him, whether ſubſequent lawſul Kings gave their conſent to this Lay 
Or nor, it. is ſufficient, they kave not repealed jr, but what he urges, that it has bees rn eget declared 
n#ll andyoid, 1 doutt will not paſs among our Lawyers to befequivalenttoa repeal; forl. never yet 
heard that an AR of Fariiament covid be repealed by -conjequence ; but let us hezr how ſubſequent 
Kings and Parliaments hive in effe& declared it null and void ; and he has thourzhr of two .; ays forthis, 

I. By their proceeding expreſly contrary to the letter of this Law; viz inthe Antzinder of th: Duke 
of Nyrchumberlantin Queen Mary's time, who was ſent w:ih an Army againſt Q Mary by order of 
Council anda Warrant und:r the Great Seal in behalf of 2ucen Jane, 

2, Their laying aconty 21 y obligation 8n the Conſciences of Swbjelt3y which he proves by the As con- 
Ccrning the Succelſion made by Hen, VIII. and the Oath of Allegiance. NowI am aptto think he is 
miſtaken in this matter, becauſe after all this was done, my Lord Coote, and other great ſudgesand 
Lawyers, have tak-n this for a very good Law. ind therefore did nor think, that it was in effe& de- 
Clared null an4 void. As for th- condeinnation of the Duke er =. it was cither recon- 
Cileable with this Law. or iiw<snots ifitwerenot, it wasa Sentence againſt Law; and I never heard, 
that an Ilicgil Senfence did either repeal 2 Law, or declare it void. As tor the Ats of Succeflion 
made by Hen VII. and tke Oath of Aljegiance, tho" {ome'Men. if the plea'e, may expound them 
ſo asto contraditt the Statute of -11 Hen. VII. yet they being ſubſequent” Laws, made withoutrepeal- 
ing tar tormer Statute ,* 1t feems moſt” rexſonable to me, that their Serſvaud Interpretation ſhould be 
limited by that former untepealed State ; forif thole Kings ant Parli»ments had ivtended to lay 
any obiig-tion upon Subjects, contrary to any thing enated by that Law, they would have repealed 
it ; for tormer and pnrepr5led Law muſt limitthe Interpretation of ſub{equent Laws, unleſs we will 


* allow the Laws toconn:diateach other. 


This is 31 in our Author, th:t ſi1ctly concerns Law; for in wiat follows he proceeds to diſpute 
againſt the Law, from Principles of Reaſon and Religion, and tv prove, tat it # togbe looked upon in 


#2 ſelf null aud void in reſpeft of the matter of it, tho' it were granted, that rbis Statute was made by a 
. Legal Authori:y, and has jtood evey ſince unrepealed, Now thisis what] at firlt fuſpeRted,, that they 


would not ſtand tothe determination of the Law in this martex, and then why do they trowible them* 
felves ad the World about Law, if uothing thall wn fora good Law, which they don't like. , 

If our Author c-reiully conſider what I have already dilconried, I1hope he. will find a ſatisfatory 
an{wertoall his following objeRions z or at leaft ſuch Principles, as will enable a Manof a great 


Pa | 


dealleſs skill than he_hasto anſwer them 81l. 


> 


But tho' lam in get .naft io conclude, 1 ſhall ſtop a hitle co examine the two Reaſons he gives to 


”* prove that Statute, 13 /*Hen. VII, which indemnifies SubjeRsforFighting for a King in Foſlellion to 


e a void Law with reſpect to the' Matter, though the Anthority that made it be p. [ed good, viz, 
Foy it etther diveſts the Lawſu! Kyng of hu Right to the Crown, and grucs itto the Clurper, or at ftill 
reſerves his Right to him, but yet worwithtanding,ordevs the SwbjeAs to whey and Rand by the King m Poſe 
ſefiion ; Now a very ſhortanſwer will ſerve for this. For. -. 

1. The Las does not deny his Legal Right to the Crown; but yet may Reaſonably depy him to be 
King, when he is out of Poſleffion. For a King is he, who afQtually adminiſters the Government 
with a Regal Authority z not he, who has rightto doit, butis kept from his Right, ſuch a Prince 
may retain the Title of King, but he has nothing elfe, Wn TE 
2, When ſuch a Caſe Fs 2 it is notſo unjuſt or anreaſonable, asto make ita void Law, to order 

Swbjetts to obey and Fand by the King in Poſſeſſion; Forthe King has no Right but by Lew, and then 
the Law may determine bow far his Right ſhall extend 3/ and if the King himſelf by the advice, con-, 

ſidering how often ſuch cafes happen, that a 

Prince who has no Legal Right gets Poſſeſſion of the Throne, and what deſolztions- the diſputes of 
Princes occaſion, and how impoſlible it is for SubjeAs to avoide Fighting for the King in tofleſſion}. 
ſtould think fir, for the ſecurity ofthe Government and Publick Peace, to bind the Allegiance of 
Subie&s tothe Poſſeſlion of the Throne, what iniquicy is there in this Law? why may notalegal 
right be bounded and limited by L»ws ? why may not the Supreme Authority of the Naiion,, make 
thebeſproviſion they can to preſerve the Government, to ſecure the Lives and Fortunes, andto eaſe. 
the Conciences of SubjeRs,in luck revolutions as no Right and no Law can prevent? Since humane 
Gorazxaments will notalwayes proceed in regular Methcds, provihonal Laws which are exceptions 
from the Conſtitution, but necefliry tn ſuch jug ures, ſerm to me to be highly reaſonable, 
ws Thus Thave fairly repreſented what my MORLRs af EgNOut this matter, and have taken alidus. 
earz, neither to impoſe upon my ſelf nor athets by Jome=Rittle fallacies, nor to provoke any fort. 
-with har4we.rds: It whatl have ſaid, do not makes hes Men of my mind ; yet Thope it may, ſatis- 
fie them, that 1 have ſomething to lay for wy ls, and: that itis poſſible, 1 may bean hong Man 
' Qu, tho' chey way think me miſtaken EF INI S "2 
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